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1.
Introduction
In this contribution, we discuss the necessity of limiting the transmissions of IDC indication messages and how this can be implemented in IDC signalling procedure.
2.
Discussion 
It was shown in the contribution [1] that due to the difficulty in measuring at exact interfered time for IDC detection and a high implementation complexity, measurement is hard to be used as triggering method. In addition, it does not seem to be an easy work to define test cases for various scenarios to make the network trust the assessment of the UE. Thus, it seems to be inevitable to depend on UE implementation for the triggering. However, if the triggering solely depends on the UE implementation, there may be situations that the badly implemented UE sends the indication frequently regardless of whether the frequency is (potentially) IDC interfered or not. Or the UE may send the IDC indication very often when the IDC interference occurs. This is not a desired situation. This may cause the network not to trust the IDC indication any more. For resolving this situation, there can be following two approaches from our perspective. 
Alt. 1 timer based
This is proposed in the e-mail discussion [76#40] as a way to prevent a frequent transmission of IDC indication. This may be implemented as follows. When the UE sends the IDC indication message to the network, the UE sets the value for the timer and initiates the timer. If the timer is running, the UE does not send the IDC indication.  The timer value can be specified or configured by the network. 
Alt. 2 explicit configuration based

This approach makes the network be able to enable/disable (or setup/release) the IDC indication when needed. When the UE receives the configuration message for indicating whether or not IDC indication is enabled, the UE performs the IDC indication in accordance with the received configuration. This seems to be a good approach for the network to control the badly behaving UE explicitly. From the specification point of view, this approach requires an additional signalling for activating/deactivating the indication. 
In case of Alt. 2, the ability to enable/disable the indication by the network may make the IDC UE careful to send the indication. This consequently makes the network trust the UE. In case of Alt. 1, if the timer value is configured by the network, the same effect as Alt. 2 can be acquired. In other words, the network can disable the indication with the timer setting to the infinite value. Additionally, the network is able to control the minimum period between IDC indications with the timer so that frequent indication is prevented. Thus, we slightly prefer the Alt. 1 over Alt. 2.
Proposal) The UE runs a timer for controlling the transmission of IDC indication.

3.
Conclusion
In this contribution, it is proposed as follows for controlling the IDC UE to send the indication
Proposal) The UE runs a timer for controlling the transmission of IDC indication.
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