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1   Introduction
The following editor’s note is currently present in section 5.4.1.1 of TS 36.465
NOTE:
The Transfer of Downlink User Data procedure and the associated feedback of lost Xw-U packets assist the eNB in avoiding PDCP HFN de-synchronisation. If an E-UTRAN deployment decides to not use the Transfer of Downlink User Data procedure, PDCP HFN synchronization should be ensured by other means, e.g. UE feedback.
Editor’s note It is FFS whether the NOTE above can be removed. 
The above note is also linked to the following note in section 5.4.2.1:

d)
the Xw-U packets that were declared as being "lost" by the WT and have not yet been reported to the eNB within the DL DATA DELIVERY STATUS frame.

NOTE:
If an E-UTRAN deployment has decided not to use the Transfer of Downlink User Data procedure, d) above is not applicable.
Editor’s note It is FFS whether the NOTE above can be removed.
This paper explains why there is no point to remove these notes.

2 Description
From the beginning of our work on LWA, it has been repeated several times that LWA is based on the LTE DC solution.
The first note had been introduced during the work on LTE DC because it was reported by some operators that their provisioning of the transport network over X2 did not require the detection of packet lost. From the beginning of LTE DC, it has been made clear that different types of non ideal backhaul were envisioned, and in some deployments the dimensioning of the backhaul was large enough to not suffer from packet loss.

There is no reason why the same observation as above would not apply to LWA which also will feature a wide variety of deployment options. When the deployment allows, there is no need to use the Transfer of Downlink User Data procedure.
Observation 1: in a similar way as LTE DC, the Transfer of Downlink User Data procedure may not be used in some deployment scenarios with extremely good Xw connectivity.
Moreover, in the case of LWA, there is even more incentive to not use the Transfer of Downlink User Data procedure due to the UE based flow control agreed recently by RAN2. The LTE DC note explicitly referred to “UE feedback” as a way to avoid PDCP HFN de-synchronization.

More precisely, in LWA, at least the two following ways are available to avoid PDCP HFN de-synchronization:
· The eNB receives the reports of the last successfully delivered Xw SN from the WT

· The eNB can receive the PDCP status report directly from the UE as agreed by RAN2

Observation 2: in LWA the note is even more justified than in LTE DC due to UE feedback decided by RAN2.
Finally, concerning the second note in TS 36.465, in a similar way as LTE DC, the item d/ is not used when the Transfer of Downlink User Data procedure is not used since the WT cannot detect packet lost without receiving the Xw SN.
d)
the Xw-U packets that were declared as being "lost" by the WT and have not yet been reported to the eNB within the DL DATA DELIVERY STATUS frame.

This is correctly specified by the second NOTE:

NOTE:
If an E-UTRAN deployment has decided not to use the Transfer of Downlink User Data procedure, d) above is not applicable.

This leads to the following observation:
Observation 3: the second note is also applicable in case of LWA.
This leads to the following proposal: 
Conclusion: there is no reason to remove the two editor’s notes of sections 5.4.1.1 and 5.4.2.1.
3 Conclusion 
This paper has recalled that the work on LWA is based on LTE DC. It has explained the rationale of the two notes in section 5.4.1.1 and 5.4.2.1 leading to the following conclusion: 
Conclusion: there is no reason to remove the two editor’s notes of sections 5.4.1.1 and 5.4.2.1.
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