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1. Introduction 
RAN2 has agreed with Pcell and Scell concept in order to keep the cell concept in carrier aggregation as much as possible. In this document, related with CIF configuration, we would like to see some questions and ask RAN2 to decide the issues. 
2. Discussion
RAN2 has agreed with Pcell and Scell concept in order to keep the cell concept in carrier aggregation as much as possible. Related with CIF configuration, we see some questions as follow: 
· Whether we should allow cross carrier scheduling for Pcell? 

· Whether we should allow different cross carrier scheduling for the Scell’s DL and UL carrier? 

Whether we should allow cross carrier scheduling for Pcell? 
Pcell seems to be considered as Rel-8/9 serving cell in carrier aggregation. Cross carrier scheduling is not applicable for Pcell’s common control signalling, i.e. SI-RNTI, RA-RNTI, P-RNTI. The remaining question would be whether we should allow cross carrier scheduling for other cases, i.e. dedicated DL/UL assignment and grouped TPC commands. If we allow, we can have more flexibility in the scheduling point of view. However we doubt whether this full flexibility should be essential in Rel-10 and considering the fact we might loose a Scell but never the Pcell, there seems to be no reason to support cross carrier scheduling for Pcell. So it would be good to handle Pcell as Rel-8/9 serving cell. 
Proposal_1: RAN2 is asked to discuss whether we should allow cross carrier scheduling for Pcell or not. We prefer no cross carrier scheduling is applicable for the Pcell as Rel-8/9 serving cell. 
Whether we should allow different cross carrier scheduling for the Scell’s DL and UL carrier?
RAN2 has agreed Pcell and Scell concept in order to keep the cell concept in carrier aggregation as much as possible. However a cell is combination of DL and UL (except dangling DL case). Then the question would be how to configure CIF for DL and UL in separate with a cell concept, e.g. within a cell, DL will be scheduled over carrier#1 meanwhile UL will be scheduled over carrier#2. Related to this issue, it should be clarified first whether we should allow different cross carrier scheduling for the same cell’s DL and UL carrier. According to our understanding, it is not an essential feature and furthermore if we allow, it will require more blind detections in the UE side due to separation of DCI format 1A and 0 over different carriers. 
Proposal_2: UL and DL of a cell are always scheduled from the same cell. 
3. Conclusion
In the document we see some questions related with CIF configuration under Pcell and Scell concepts. Based on the section 2, the following proposals are made. 
Proposal_1: RAN2 is asked to discuss whether we should allow cross carrier scheduling for Pcell or not. We prefer no cross carrier scheduling is applicable for the Pcell as Rel-8/9 serving cell. 
Proposal_2: UL and DL of a cell are always scheduled from the same cell.  

































