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1 Introduction
The following agreements have been taken in RAN1#74 and RAN1#74bis regarding HARQ for eIMTA:
· Downlink HARQ timing follow a higher layer RRC configured TDD configuration
· DL HARQ reference configuration can choose from Rel-8 TDD UL-DL configurations {2, 4, 5}
· Under any valid UL & DL HARQ reference configurations, the UE should not expect any subframe configured as UL subframe or special subframe in DL HARQ reference configuration is dynamically used as DL subframe.

· Working assumption: For UE configured with TDD eIMTA, uplink scheduling timing and HARQ timing follow UL-DL configuration signalled in SIB1
2 UL Scheduling and HARQ
Within the scope of Release 12, we primarily focus on the case that any dynamic TDD reconfigurations would contain more downlink transmission opportunities than the TDD configurations indicated by SIB1. From the two alternatives identified in RAN1#74, we consider it sufficient to rely on the UL Scheduling and HARQ Timing according to the TDD configuration indicated by SIB1.

Proposal 1: Confirm the RAN1#74bis working assumption that UL Scheduling and HARQ Timing follow the TDD UL/DL Configuration indicated by SIB1.
3 Behaviour in case of implicit reconfiguration

In case of an implicit reconfiguration of U to D subframes [1], we think that corresponding subframes should only be detected for downlink resource assignments, i.e. the UE should ignore any UL scheduling assignments received in those implicitly reconfigured subframes. If the UE follows the SIB1-indicated UL timing, as is the current working assumption, this is a natural consequence.

Likewise the UE should not try to read PHICH in flexible subframes, nor expect PHICH for uplink transmissions that occur in flexible subframes.
Proposal 2: In subframes that are indicated as U by SIB1 and that are implicitly reconfigured to D, the UE ignores PHICH
Observation 1: The current working assumption for UL scheduling implies that in subframes that are indicated as U by SIB1 and that are implicitly reconfigured to D, the UE ignores UL scheduling assignments.
4 Conclusion
Proposal 1: A UE follows the applicable UL Scheduling and HARQ Timing according to the TDD UL/DL Configuration indicated by SIB1.
Proposal 2: In subframes that are indicated as U by SIB1 and that are implicitly reconfigured to D, the UE ignores PHICH or UL scheduling assignments.

Observation 1: The current working assumption for UL scheduling implies that in subframes that are indicated as U by SIB1 and that are implicitly reconfigured to D, the UE ignores UL scheduling assignments.
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