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1 Introduction

Recently an email discussion asked RAN2 to confirm some eIMTA RACH related working assumptions [1]. The purpose of this contribution is to raise and address a concern that the assumptions (if confirmed) and proposed agreements are expressed in terms of network restrictions.
2 Discussion

Usually protocol specifications describe actions upon the reception of a message or information element. It is important for the sender side to know the actions upon reception of complicated configuration messages whilst the actions upon requests, confirm messages or reports can sometimes be either relatively obvious or uninteresting for the sender. Since the control is on the network side, i.e. on the side that sends configuration messages, it has become a well-established convention to describe the behaviour of the controlled entity i.e. UE requirements [2]. 
The chief advantage of the above-described method is that UE design is decoupled from network problems as much as possible. Such a decoupling is generally desirable since networks are more complex than UEs because they need to handle multiple UEs and therefore resolve e.g. non-trivial multiplexing, multiple access and scheduling problems.
An assumption or agreement that is based on an underlying network restriction seems to be opposite to the convention because it assumes certain type of network behaviour and further imposes UE design that needs to be implicitly inferred from eNB requirements. The current proposals in the email discussion aimed to impose eNB restrictions to ensure that PRACH and MSG3 do not occur in subframes that could be used as downlink subframes. It is proposed to reformulate the working assumption such that it describes UE behaviour in the following manner;
Proposal 1 UE does not need to support PRACH and MSG3 in such subframes that could be used as downlink subframes.
It can be argued that the proposal captures the intention of the working assumption equally well as the current eNB restrictions and it also avoids potential confusion with UE design.
3 Conclusion

It is proposed to reformulate the working assumptions in the following manner:
Proposal 1
UE does not need to support PRACH and MSG3 in such subframes that could be used as downlink subframes.
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