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1	Introduction
In this paper we discuss some open issues regarding FDM solution as well as common issues between FDM and TDM solutions.
2	Problems
Editor’s Note: FFS on the values of bandwidth and the meaning of the “whole” bandwidth of the frequency or whether to make affectedBandwidth optional.
Regarding this FFS point we see good motivation to include “whole” as code point in the affectedBandwidht-r18. We need to have method where UE can indicate whole band is affected – It would also prevent the need to be always updating this whenever new BWs are introduced. Additionally this reduces the configuration complexity for both the network and the UE. We don’t care whether the name of value is “whole” as long as it is clear that if this is value is configured for the candidateServingFreqRangeNR then NW is interested regardless at which point of the band there is interference. 
Proposal 1: Keep the “whole” as codepoint in the configuration of candidate serving frequency range allowing NW to indicate that NW is interested to whole frequency range interference. 
Proposal 2: Keep the “whole” as codepoint for UE indicating which part of frequency is affected
There seems to be some discussion also whether we should be able to configure TDM (DRX assistance) separately from FDM assistance. In our understanding TDM information would be beneficial also separately to be indicated – Especially as in some scenarios there is no possibility for NW to solve the issue with FDM solution it seems unnecessary to require FDM information always. 
Especially this is true in NTN environment where there is no other “band” / frequency where to move the UE and thus only possible solution is actually TDM solution. Thus it would seem unnecessary to always require FDM solution to be configured. 
Proposal 3: Allow NW to configure TDM only solutions as well as UE to report IDC issues with TDM information only 
Also we have a open issue regarding whether one could report victimSystemtype/InterferenceDirection for both FDM and TDM solutions. Assuming Proposal 3 is acceptable then also it makes sense to be able to report this information separately for FDM and TDM solutions. It should be noted that in [R2-2306365] we also raise the need to include in the interferenceDirection that whether the interference is something external or internal in order for NW to understand which kind of solution would actually work to solve the issue – For external interferences TDM solution is likely not as suitable as FDM solution. ‘
Proposal 4: If Proposal 3 is agreed also include victimSystemType and InterferenceDirection to be allowed to be reported in both TDM/FDM solutions
3	Conclusion
Proposal 1: Keep the “whole” as codepoint in the configuration of candidate serving frequency range allowing NW to indicate that NW is interested to whole frequency range interference. 
Proposal 2: Keep the “whole” as codepoint for UE indicating which part of frequency is affected
Proposal 3: Allow NW to configure TDM only solutions as well as UE to report IDC issues with TDM information only 
Proposal 4: If Proposal 3 is agreed also include victimSystemType and InterferenceDirection to be allowed to be reported in both TDM/FDM solutions




