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1 Introduction

RAN2 had agreed with the following interference scenarios [1] – There are four scenarios;

	
	Simple description for each scenario

	Scenario 1
	On-going interference on the serving frequency

	Scenario 2
	Potential interference (currently not on-going) on the serving frequency

	Scenario 3
	On-going interference on non-serving frequencies

	Scenario 4
	Potential interference (currently not on-going) on non-serving frequencies


Here, “On-going interference” and “Potential interference” wording would not seem to be a precise description about IDC interference. This contribution would want to give a clarification of IDC interference in TR and a small change on wording “On-going interference” and “Potential interference”.
2 Clarification of on-going interference on IDC
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Figure 1. Possible IDC interference cases
As depicted in Figure 1, there would be six interference cases on the basis of time and strength (or power) criterian of IDC interference. Firstly, on time domain, IDC interference could be classified to four types – continous, burtsy, sparse, and none. Secondly, on strength domain, IDC interference could be classifed to three type – too strong, enough weak, and none.
In our understanding, TR would intend to express Case 1 and 3 in “On-going interference”, i.e. Case 2, 4, 5 and 6 would be not “On-going interference” but “Potential interference”. Here, “On-going interference” wording is proper to discret Case 1 and Case 7. However, it woud not be clear to show the difference between other pairs of cases (e.g. Case 1 and 2, Case 1 and 5, etc.) because “On-going” have a meaning of only time domain.
So we would suggest to add more wording “intolerable” into “On-going interference” and “Potential interference” terms in order to present the concept of interference strength. Or only into “On-going interference”
3 Conclusion

Proposal: wording “On-going intolerable interference” and “Potential intolerable interference” instead of “On-going interference” and “Potential interference”. Or only into “On-going intolerable interference”
4 Reference

[1]  R2-111759, “TR36.816 v1.2.0 on Study on signalling and procedure for interference avoidance for in-device coexistence”, CMCC
5 Text Proposal

---------------------------------Start of the change---------------------------------

5.2.1.1A
General
Depending on the conditions of in-device coexistence interference on the serving frequency and non-serving frequencies, there are four scenarios to be considered as listed in Table 5.2.1.1A-1. 
Table 5.2.1.1A‑1: Conditions of in-device coexistence interference
	
	Simple description for each scenario

	Scenario 1
	On-going intolerable interference on the serving frequency

	Scenario 2
	Potential intolerable interference (currently not on-going) on the serving frequency

	Scenario 3
	On-going intolerable interference on non-serving frequencies

	Scenario 4
	Potential intolerable interference (currently not on-going) on non-serving frequencies


---------------------------------End of the change---------------------------------
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