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1 Introduction
In RAN1#73, it was agreed that simultaneous reception of PRS and EPDCCH in a subframe is supported for same CP case while not supported for different CP case, with similarity to collision between PRS and PDSCH.
During offline discussion on how to capture the different CP case, one question was raised on different CP case among different carriers. It was also explained online. Therefore no text proposal was presented during the meeting. It was also not discussed whether it should be captured in the specification or not.
In this contribution, we provide our view on this remaining point.
2 Discussion
2.1 Necessity to capture the different CP case into the specification
In our view, the agreement for the different CP case shall be captured in the specification similar to the case of collision between PRS and PDSCH in different CP case (on the same carrier). Otherwise the specification could be read that UE behavior would be Alt.4 regardless of same CP case or different CP case, i.e. UE shall support simultaneous reception of PRS and EPDCCH in any case.
Proposal 1:

Agreement for collision between PRS and EPDCCH in different CP case shall be captured in the specification.

In appendix, text proposal discussed offline is cited for reference.
2.2 View on different CP case between aggregated CCs
As mentioned in introduction, a concern was raised that different CP case may be an issue also between CCs, assuming single FFT may be used for DL reception in case of intra-band CA. If it is an issue, such combinations as PMCH, PRS with extended CP on a CC and PDSCH, EPDCCH, DM-RS, CRS or CSI-RS in normal CP on the other CC could be an issue.
As discussed in sub-clause 2.1, it will be harmful to leave the agreement not captured in the specification. 
We consider it could be captured into the specifications later, if issues would be identified in future,
Proposal 2:

The agreement for different CP case should be captured for the same cell and inter-cell case should be left unspecified for now. Inter-cell case should be revisited if issues are identified.
Note that In RAN2 specification [1], collision between EPDCCH and PMCH was clarified for the same cell as follows:

It is not required to simultaneously receive EPDCCH and PMCH on the same cell.

3 Conclusion

Proposal 1:

Agreement for collision between PRS and EPDCCH in different CP case shall be captured in the specification.
Proposal 2:

The agreement for different CP case should be captured for the same cell. Inter-cell case should be left unspecified for now and revisited if issues are identified.

4 References
[1] R2-131594 Clarification on EPDCCH reception in MBSFN subframes
5 Appendix
9.1.4  
EPDCCH assignment procedure

<Unchanged part is omitted>

A UE is not expected to monitor the EPDCCH of a secondary cell if it is configured to monitor EPDCCH with carrier indicator field corresponding to that secondary cell in another serving cell.  For the serving cell on which EPDCCH is monitored, the UE shall monitor EPDCCH candidates at least for the same serving cell. 
For the serving cell on which EPDCCH is monitored, a UE is not required to monitor the EPDCCH in a subframe which is configured by higher layers to be part of a positioning reference signal occasion and the positioning reference signal occasion is only configured within MBSFN subframes and the cyclic prefix length used in subframe #0 is normal cyclic prefix.
A UE may assume the same 
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 value (described in section 6.10.3A.1 of [3]) is used for antenna ports 107,108 while monitoring an EPDCCH candidate associated with either antenna port 107 or antenna port 108. A UE may assume the same 
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 value (described in section 6.10.3A.1 of [3]) is used for antenna ports 109,110 while monitoring an EPDCCH candidate associated with either antenna port 109 or antenna port 110.
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