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1   Introduction
During RIBS email discussion, there are some open issues left, related to the specific IE design of muting procedure to support RIBS, including:

· eCGI of source sync cell in Muting Request
· how to specify Muting Response

In this contribution, we analyses these two open issues.

2   Discussion

2.1   eCGI in Muting Request
The point is whether eCGI of a source sync cell is needed for an aggressor eNB or not. The role of this IE is to aid the aggressor eNB acquire LRS pattern of the source sync cell by searching it in OAM configuration. However, it is agreed an explicit LRS pattern of the source sync cell included in the Muting Request message. This would support all implementations. Hence, the benefit is not obvious.
Proposal 1: it is preferred to not include eCGI of a source sync cell in the Muting Request message.
2.2   Muting Response 
The aggressor eNB has makes the decision on whether to apply the receiving muting pattern or not. The question is whether there is any need to feedback this to the requesting eNB. 

After an aggressor eNB received the Muting Request message from a target eNB, there are the following possible outcomes, as listed in the table:
	
	Possible outcomes

	1
	Muting according to the received pattern

	2
	Refuse Muting Request

	3
	Partly muting according to the received pattern


Table 1Muting Response message options

In some case, the aggressor eNB is also a source sync eNB to other listening eNBs and the LRS pattern transmitted by aggressor eNB is in collision with the muting pattern requested by the target eNB. Hence, it is possible for aggressor eNB choose to not comply, i.e. refuse to mute or may choose to partly comply (e.g. by multiplying the periodicity of the muting pattern). 
We believe that it is not necessary to inform the requesting eNB about the outcome. After sending the request, the eNB will attempt to acquire the sync. If this is not successful, the eNB may select to listen to another sync source or to attempt to mute other interferers.
Proposal 2: it is preferred not to inform the requesting eNB about the outcome.
3   Conclusion / Proposals
In this contribution, we analyse the coding structure and threshold of the CoMP hypothesis, get the proposals below:
Proposal 1: it is preferred to not include eCGI of a source sync cell in the Muting Request message.

Proposal 2: it is preferred not to inform the requesting eNB about the outcome.
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