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1. Introduction
During RAN WG1 #38bis meeting, there were discussions about setting of the E-DPDCH gain factors and configuration of the E-DCH TrBlk sizes UE ID, which are described below. RAN1 would like to ask RAN2 for their view on these two issues.

2. Gain factor setting
Each E-DCH transport format should be allocated a gain factor corresponding to the power offset with respect to the DPCCH. RAN1 has identified two possible ways.

1) Computed E-DPDCH gain factors: The gain factor of each E-DCH TF is computed from the reference transport format(s), whose gain factor(s) is signalled by higher layer, as a function of the TF, similarly as described in TS 25.214 section 5.1.2.5.3, where the reference gain factor(s) is informed by higher layer signalling. 
2) Signalling of a full set of gain factors: The gain factor of each E-DCH TF is signalled by higher layers.

Considering that there will be only one transport block per TTI and only one TrCH of E-DCH type, 1) would be beneficial because it can simplify testing works and avoid unnecessary flexibility. 

There were concerns that 1) may not be able to support different QoS. Against these concerns, it was pointed out that having a set of additional power offsets each of which is defined per QoS would satisfy the different QoS requirements e.g. delay requirements.
Therefore, RAN1 would prefer to adopt 1) with allowing the possibility of defining a set of additional gain factors to support different QoS.
Question 1: RAN1 would like to ask RAN2 whether adopting the approach 1) is sufficient from their point of view.
3. TrBlk size configuration

Each E-DCH transport format should be configured a TrBlk size. There should be a fixed relationship between the TrBlk size and the number of codes/spreading factor because there is no gain seen from having flexibility due to the fact that the UE occupies the whole code resource in uplink. 

Taking into account the implementation complexity, RAN1 would believe that the peak data rate should be around 4Mbps and 2Mbps for 2ms TTI and 10ms TTI, respectively. The corresponding maximum number of bits are 8000 and 20000 for 2ms TTI and 10ms TTI. With having these numbers in mind, RAN1 has identified two possible ways for TrBlk size configuration.

1) Fixed set of TrBlk sizes of which a subset could be used by the network. In this approach, there is a tradeoff between number of E-TFI bits and padding.

2) Configurable set of TrBlk sizes. 

The approach 1) would be beneficial in terms of simplicity and hence be preferred. However, it should be considered that a practical limit on the number of bits for E-DCH TF index is believed to be 6 (corresponding to 64 TrBlk sizes).
Question 2: RAN1 would like to ask RAN2 to discuss about all possibilities that RAN1 identified and provide their feedback on which approach is feasible from their perspective.
· A fixed set of TrBlk sizes

· A fixed set of TrBlk sizes with allowing use of a subset by network configuration

· Configurable set of TrBlk sizes per UE

4. UE ID length
After having discussions about the downlink control signalling, RAN1 concluded that the absolute grant channel carrying the absolute grant will be defined as a separate code channel, where 16-bit CRC is transmitted for error detection. To enable only the intended UE to detect the existence of the absolute grant, the need for carrying the UE ID was identified, which could be achieved e.g. by masking the CRC with the UE ID as specified in HSDPA. A candidate for the UE ID length is 16 i.e. the same length as H-RNTI. Though, there were discussions that this issue cannot be concluded by RAN1 alone. 
Question 3: RAN1 would like to ask RAN2 what the recommended UE ID length is.
4. Actions:

To RAN2:
RAN1 would kindly ask RAN2 to discuss about the questions from RAN1 and provide their answers.
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