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1. Overall Description:
RAN WG1 would like to thank RAN WG3 for the LS in R3-121458 entitled: operational carrier selection for CB ICIC, which asked RAN1 to evaluate the benefits of introducing feedback exchange via X2 based on which an eNB decides to activate a carrier or not. After some discussions, RAN1 is of the opinion that there is no significant benefit of the proposed solution comparing to the existing ones. In addition, it will take quite some meeting time in order for RAN1 to evaluate the exact benefit.
More specific answers to the questions are given below.
1) Can the solution above provide any benefits in terms of interference mitigation over existing features? 

Answer:  Existing mechanisms already provide some interference management support. There may not be sufficient justifications to introduce additional interference management methods such as Solutions 3, 4, and 5 because any benefit that may result from these solutions is expected to be marginal, if any.
2) Can an eNB estimate correctly the interference impact on neighbour eNBs due to activation/deactivation of a new carrier?

Answer: The eNB can estimate to certain degree whether it will impact neighbors by utilizing information such as which carriers are used by the neighbors, the interference and load status of the neighbors, etc. The accuracy and effectiveness of such estimation requires system simulation efforts and will take quite some meeting time for RAN1 to provide a solid answer.
3) How beneficial would be to use the victim eNB’s estimate of the interference impact of a carrier to be activated for operation?

Answer: Extra benefits by introducing new methods are expected to be limited for the scenarios discussed in RAN1. More accurate assessment of the additional benefits needs a lot of system simulations and will take quite some meeting time for RAN 1 to provide a solid answer.
2. Actions:

To RAN3 group

ACTION: 
RAN WG1 would like to kindly ask RAN WG3 to take into account the RAN1 feedback in their on-going work.
3. Date of Next TSG-RAN WG1 Meetings:

TSG-RAN WG1 #72 
28th January –1st February 2013
Malta 
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15th – 19th April 2013 
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