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1. Introduction
In this contribution we seek to clarify some agreements made in RAN2 #87bis on IDC issues for Dual Connectivity.
2. Discussion

2.1. IDC impact on Dual Connectivity
During RAN2 #87bis, the following agreements were made concerning IDC support in Dual Connectivity [1]:
	Agreements from RAN2 #87bis on IDC for Dual Connectivity
1. No need to change current ASN.1 structure of IDC-Config for dual connectivity
2. No need to enhance IDC for DC. 

3. Autonomous denial is not applicable to the SCG

4. The IDC indication is not forwarded to the SCG (the MeNB may e.g. use FDM solution if needed and release an SCG SCell or the entire SCG)

5. The UE uses the SFN of MCG as the timing reference to derive the TDM assistance information (like for all other timings. No need to mention explicitly for this case in the specification)


In Dual Connectivity a UE has serving cells belonging to either MCG or SCG. From agreements (1) and (4) it seems clear that there is no SCG-specific IDC configuration for the UE. However, it is not clear what behavior a UE configured with IDC (by the MeNB) should follow when it undergoes interference on an SCG cell. 
Since the intent of the agreement is only to allow FDM solution for the SCG, it is not necessary for the UE to report TDM assistance information for the SCG, as the SeNB anyway will not receive it.  Hence, we propose:
Proposal 1: UE shall not provide TDM assistance information for SCG frequencies 
Besides reducing the uplink signaling overhead, the proposed approach avoids any confusion on the part of MeNB   when it receives TDM assistance information from the UE.
Another issue related to IDC is with respect to RLM measurements in the scenario when UE has already initiated IDC indication (denoted by IDC Phase 2 [2]).  Table 23.4.2-1 in [2] contains the following note:
NOTE 1: 
The UE should attempt to maintain connectivity to LTE in this phase meaning that RLM measurements are not impacted by IDC interference. If no solution is provided within a time which is up to UE implementation, the UE may need to declare RLF or it may continue to deny the ISM transmission.
 Since in Dual Connectivity the UE also performs RLM measurements on the PSCell, the same principle should also be applicable to the SCG RLM when it undergoes IDC interference. Hence we propose: 

Proposal 2: During Phase 2 IDC interference on SCG, if no solution is provided within a time which is up to UE implementation, the UE may need to declare SCG RLF or it may continue to deny the ISM transmission.  
3. Conclusion

In this contribution, we seek to further clarify the UE behavior resulting from IDC issues in Dual Connectivity. We propose that:
Proposal 1: UE shall not provide TDM assistance information for SCG frequencies 
Proposal 2: During Phase 2 IDC interference on SCG, if no solution is provided within a time which is up to UE implementation, the UE may need to declare SCG RLF or it may continue to deny the ISM transmission.  
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