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1   Introduction
In R3-121035, some companies propose to exchange the neighbour information for so called DL-only cells which is specifically considering additional new 716-728 downlink [1] between eNBs via X2 and make an update on the Served Cell Information IE. This document will clarify why the information exchanging is not needed at all.
2   Discussion
Currently, from RAN1’s perspective, asymmetric carrier aggregation is supported from UE’s perspective, which means the UL/DL combinations may have 2 or more DL carriers paired with one UL, however, there is no DL-only carrier defined in RAN1 at all, so the description in contribution [2], which is “RAN1 Release 10 specifications already support DL-only carrier aggregation”, is not correct. Furthermore, in R3-121035, the description, which is “RAN1 Release 10 specifications supports a configuration with a Primary Component Carrier being full DL/UL and a Secondary Component Carrier being DL-Only”, is also not correct.
Observation 1: RAN1 has not discussed or provided any DL-only carrier definition.
Proposal 1: There is no concept of DL-only carrier defined in specification, and no requirement is provided from RAN1 or RAN4 to specify anything related to this concept. 
As indicated in WID, the additional new 716-728 downlink band can only be used for additional downlink carrier when combined with existing carrier in other defined bands, e.g. band 2, band 4 or band 5. Therefore, this new band may only be configured as a Secondary cell (Scell) not the Primary cell (Pcell) for CA as indicated in [2] and R3-121035.

In R10 and R11, the carrier aggregation is performed within an eNB, that means the Pcell and Scell must be from the same eNB. Therefore, the Scell addition/removal procedure should be based on the implementation of eNB itself, and has nothing to do with the neighbour eNBs and its carriers at all. 
Observation 2: The Scell addition/removal procedure should be based on the implementation of eNB itself.
Because this new carrier can only be used as Scell, and Scell activation and deactivation can be performed dynamically based on CSI (CQI/PMI/RI) and RRM measurement. In the cell edge, if interference is detected, the eNB can deactivate this  Scell quickly; whilst when the interference is eliminated, the eNB can re-activate this Scell by MAC CE. Thus the interference can be avoided to some extent by activation/deactivation of the Scell and the interference is under control in eNB. Furthermore, scheduling or other implementation based solution could also handle the interference issue if it is really severe.
It is very different case from R8 when we discussed ICIC, since the cell in R8 shall always provide the service and can not be activated and deactivated, in which case the interference can not be avoided easily.
Observation 3: The interference for the new additional Scell is not severe and controllable. 
The purpose of handover in CA is to change Pcell not Scell.  During current handover procedure, the Scell is only configured without activated by the target eNB. The activation of the Scell is performed after handover based on the CSI and RRM measurement by the new serving eNB. Then measurement for neighbour Scell is not necessary for handover purpose. 
Observation 4: The measurement for neighbour Scell is not necessary for handover purpose.

Proposal 2:  The requirement to exchange neighbour relation of the additional new carrier as Scell is not convinced.
Even if there is a real requirement to exchange this new Scells neighbour relation, we think the OAM configuration is the best solution which is no impact on the spec.

According to [1], this carrier is only a specific case in a specific network. Then in the specific network, the carrier indication configured in all eNBs is feasible and easier way. The eNBs will be aware that the neighbour cell is this special carrier based on the configuration of the DL carrier indication and shall not select the cell as handover candidate.

OAM based solution can not be avoided for Rel-10 and onwards network since the UE may report the PCI of the special cells as a handover/measurement candidate cells for ANR function. It makes to have a common solution for R10 and R11. Another issue is if this special cell is standardized in RAN3 via X2, the other potentially impacted functions need to be verified firstly, e.g. MLB, energy saving and etc.
Therefore, if the requirement to exchange neighbour relation is really needed, the proposal is
Proposal 3:  OAM based solution is better than X2 based solution if really needed.

Since when the WID was created, we assumed that there is no impact on RAN3, if we want to change the assumption, it would be better to check with RAN4 which has the leadership and probably with RAN Plenary. Furthermore, based on the minutes in RAN3 #75 meeting, LS from RAN4 is needed to state what the actual restriction for the new band is.
The new type carrier is still under discussion in RAN1, but we do not think there is a relationship with the new additional carrier since they are different WIDs in different groups.

Proposal 4: RAN3 should not discuss any related issue about this WID until LS is sent from RAN4, and this new band issue has nothing to do with RAN1's new type carrier.
3   Proposals
In this contribution, we analyses the information exchange of the so called DL-only Cells via X2 is not needed.
Proposal 1: There is no general concept of DL-only carrier in specification, and this additional new carrier should be handled specially in implementation. 

Proposal 2: The requirement to exchange neighbour relation of the additional new carrier as Scell is not convinced.

Proposal 3: OAM based solution is better than X2 based solution if really needed.

Proposal 4: RAN4 should firstly trigger the corresponding discussion if necessary, and this new band issue has nothing to do with RAN1’s new type carrier.
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