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1 Introduction
IDC trigger has been discussed since the SI phase, but there is no consensus that has been agreed in the WI stage so far. According to the email summary conclused in last RAN2 meeting [1], there are few fundmental issues that are needed to be resolved.
1. Whether the IDC trigger implementation should only base on ongoing interference?

2. Whether the measurement method for IDC trigger should be standardized or should be left to implementation?

3. Whether the test case is required to ensure IDC trigger reliability?

This contribution will discuss each aspect and suggest the way forward to help RAN2 to move forward.
2 Discussion
For the first issue, the consensus was actually achieved during the SI phase base on TR 36.816 [1]. But different proposals were still submitted to RAN2 during the WI phase. Based on the email discussion summary during the RAN2#77 [2], most companies have indicated that they assume the IDC trigger is based on ongoing interference. In order to clarify the baseline assumption for IDC signling procedure, RAN2 should reconfirm the IDC indication is triggered base on ongoing interference.

Proposal 1  IDC indication should be triggered based on ongoing coexistence interference on the serving or non-serving frequencies
For the second issue, different measurement methods have been proposed since SI phase. It seems to be difficult to standardize one specific measurement method for IDC trigger, because of the different implementations may consider different aspects [3]. The commonality among different measurement proposals is that the measurement samples should consider the ISM Tx timing to properly correlate or decorrelate the effect by coexistence interference base on the requirements. But it was still difficult to achieve consensus in RAN2 after several meeting discussions. Without standardized measurement method, the IDC trigger will naturally be left to UE implementation.

Proposal 2  The IDC trigger is left to UE implementation

For the third issue, the testable trigger is always preferred in 3GPP. But it may be difficult to have IDC trigger test case being available within Rel-11 time frame base on the current work load, maybe RAN2 could further revisit the test case issue at later releases.
Proposal 3  The test case for IDC trigger will not be specified within Rel-11 timeframe 
3 Conclusions

According to above discussion and analysis, RAN2 is requested to adopt the following proposals.
Proposal 1  IDC indication should be triggered based on ongoing coexistence interference on the serving or non-serving frequencies
Proposal 2  The IDC trigger is left to UE implementation

Proposal 3  The test case for IDC trigger will not be specified within Rel-11 timeframe
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