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1 Introduction
During RAN2#65bis a list of DC-HSUPA related mobility issues was identified. This contribution focuses on some of these mobility issues and proposes a way forward.
2 Discussion
In RAN2#65bis, we proposed independent active sets, one per carrier [1]. By independent active sets we mean that non-serving cells in the active set of the primary carrier and the active set of the secondary carrier are independently added and removed. We believe that independent active set is beneficial in order to achieve interference control in the network for the following reasons:

· In a heterogeneous network, some Node-Bs may only use the same frequency as the frequency used by the secondary serving cells. 
· Another scenario would be the case that there is a micro-cell within the primary serving cell coverage and both use the same frequency. 
· A third scenario would be the case that there is a micro-cell within the secondary serving cell coverage and both use the same frequency. 
In these scenarios, the UE may cause inter-cell interference problems which may be minimized if the UE has independent active sets. 
Proposal 1: Independent active sets, one per carrier
The benefit of having independent active sets is that UEs will do measurements in both carriers and they will report events in both carriers. The downside is that signaling might slightly increase. Moreover, the below outlined aspects should be taken into account as well: 

· In order to reduce the number of triggered events and, therefore, the effective signaling, we could set different thresholds and time to triggers for the primary carrier events and the secondary carrier events.
· In order to control both independent active sets, we could make use of the full set of Events 1x in the secondary carrier. 
· Event 1d is not needed due to the fact that both primary and secondary carriers are always handled by the same Node-B, and the secondary carrier should follow the primary carrier.
Based on the discussion above, we propose the following.
Proposal 2: Measurements and Events are independent and per carrier 

Proposal 3: Event thresholds and time to triggers may be different for primary and secondary carrier

Proposal 4: Events 1x are supported in the secondary carrier, except Event 1d.
3 Proposal

We kindly ask the group to discuss the following proposals:

Proposal 1: Independent active sets, one per carrier
Proposal 2: Measurements and Events are independent and per carrier 
Proposal 3: Event thresholds and time to triggers may be different for primary and secondary carrier

Proposal 4: Events 1x are supported in the secondary carrier, except Event 1d.
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