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1. Introduction 
At RAN2#69, RAN2 agreed a CA scenario, which more UL CCs are configured than DL CCs, is not supported in Rel10. Also at RAN4#54, there was some decision on the CA band combinations for Rel10. In this document, we would like to see some clarification on those decisions.
2. Discussion
No more UL CCs are configured than DL CC: 

RAN2 has made this decision in order to avoid multiple UL CCs are linked to the same DL CC. As a consequence, we can simply utilize the linkage between DL CC and UL CC as indicated in SIB2. However it is not obvious whether the same principle should be also applicable for the activated CCs in order to meet that motivation. For example, if we configured 3 DL CCs and 3 UL CCs, but 1 DL CC and 2 UL CCs are activated at a time, should we anyway need some linkage between multiple UL CCs and one DL CC? 
It might be also related with the ongoing issue whether we will have explicit activation/deactivation for UL CC or not. If we have explicit activation/deactivation for UL CCs, the same principle can be also applicable so we can avoid multiple UL CCs are linked to the same DL CC even for activated CCs. Meanwhile if we don’t have explicit activation/deactivation for UL CCs and we assume configured UL CCs are always considered as the activated CC, it would be quite difficult to avoid multiple UL CCs are linked to the same DL CC anyway. 
Proposal_1: RAN2 is asked to clarify whether we shouldn’t allow more UL CCs are activated than DL CC in order to meet the same motivation for the decision “no more UL CCs are configured than DL CC”. 

RAN4 decision on CA band combinations: 
At RAN4#54, RAN4 had some decision on CA band combinations for Rel10 [1]. However, it is somewhat different compared to the CA band combinations indicated in TR36.815. The main difference is asymmetric CA configurations are included in the scenario_11 and scenario_12 in TR36.815 but no asymmetric CA configuration is included in the last RAN4 decision. 

So it would be questionable whether we should consider asymmetric CA configuration for Rel10 in RAN2 works. If we shouldn’t, it would be also questionable whether not only asymmetric CA configuration but also asymmetric linkage between DL CCs and UL CCs does not need to be considered in Rel10 or not. If needed, we should ask RAN4 on this issue. 

Proposal_2: RAN2 is asked to clarify whether we should consider asymmetric CA configurations for Rel10 or not. If needed, we should ask RAN4 on the issue.  
3. Conclusion
Based on the last RAN2 and RAN4 decisions, we would like to ask RAN2 to clarify the following issues: 
Proposal_1: RAN2 is asked to clarify whether we shouldn’t allow more UL CCs are activated than DL CC in order to meet the same motivation for the decision “no more UL CCs are configured than DL CC”. 

Proposal_2: RAN2 is asked to clarify whether we should consider asymmetric CA configurations for Rel10 or not. If needed, we should ask RAN4 on the issue.  
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