3GPP TSG-RAN WG2 Meeting #72 
R2-106393
Jacksonville, USA, November 15th – 19th, 2010
Agenda Item:
7.1.1.2 (CA CC/cell management: CC/cell configuration)
Source: 
Fujitsu

Title: 
Finalisation of radio link monitoring on SCells
Document for:
Discussion and Decision
1. Proposal
RAN2 discussed radio link monitoring on SCells and then sent a LS to RAN4 in order to ask them to provide feedback to RAN2 [1]. In this meeting, RAN2 has received a response LS from RAN4 on radio link monitoring on SCells [1]. RAN4 is asking RAN2 to reconsider the RAN2 decision, OR, to inform RAN4 of an existing method for avoiding spurious UL transmission if RAN2 keeps the previous RAN2 agreement.
	RAN4 response in [2]:

RAN4 kindly asks RAN2 to reconsider the need for SCell radio link monitoring, which is RAN4 recommendation, or indicate if the existing RAN2 procedures are suitable to address the spurious UL transmission issues.


It seems that RAN2 and RAN4 has been organised so that each RAN group will stick to the same principles, i.e. RAN2 will assume no autonomous UE action and RAN4 will prevent unnecessary interference due to the spurious UL transmission when the DL RLF occurs.
From our perspective, we think that the RLF of SCells doesn’t happen so frequently and the eNB should fully control the UE uplink transmission, instead of autonomously stopping the corresponding UL transmission when the DL RLF occurs. In order to detect the poor radio conditions, as we discussed in the e-mail discussion [1], we think that existing RRM measurement reports (e.g. Event A2) for any DL SCells and CQI reporting are enough. Therefore, we propose that RAN2 keep the agreements made in RAN2#69bis, i.e. Radio link monitoring (i.e. RLF / physical layer problem detection based on N310/N311/T310) by the UE is not needed for DL SCells.
2. Conclusions

From the above discussions, we propose that
Proposal: RAN2 should keep agreements in RAN2#69bis, i.e. Radio link monitoring (i.e. RLF / physical layer problem detection based on N310/N311/T310) by the UE is not needed for DL SCell.
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