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1	Introduction
[bookmark: _Hlk85061506]In the last meeting, we made the following agreements on the topic of Resource Coordination between LTE and NR:
Solution 1 is agreed to support resource coordination between LTE and NR SA sites.
No stage 3 impact are necessary for Solution 1. 
In the last meeting, some companies proposed to introduce a new field “Only Resource Coordination” in the NCR which when checked, indicates that neighbour relation shall only use the X2 interface to coordinate resources between the source and the target cells ([1],[2]).
In this contribution, we provide our views on why we find the introduction of such field redundant.  
[bookmark: _Hlk90546851]2	Discussion
In current specification there is already the possibility in NCR to use X2 only for the purposes of LTE/NR frequency sharing by utilizing the attribute (TS 36.300): 
“No EN-DC: If checked, the Neighbour Cell Relation shall not be used by the eNB for EN-DC.”
[bookmark: _Hlk506483035]Note that the reason for change in the CR introducing this attribute [5] is: “Introduce O&M support for simultaneous deployment of architecture option 1 (LTE stand-alone), option 2 (NR stand-alone) and option 3 (EN-DC). In this scenario it is needed to differentiate between inter-RAT HO (from LTE to NR) and EN-DC in the Neighbour Relation Table, taking into account that the X2 interface may serve the purpose of LTE/NR frequency sharing.”.
Based on this observation, an X2 signaling solution for the same purpose seems redundant.
Observation 1: The No EN-DC attribute in the NCR can be reused so that X2 interface is not utilized for EN-DC purposes. 
During the offline discussion of CB: # 4_PRACH some companies expressed the concern that the current description for the intention of the “No EN-DC” attribute is not clear. To address this issue, it was proposed to either introduce a new attribute or to clarify the existing text in TS 36.300. Since the “No EN-DC” attribute was introduced for resource coordination, we think that we can clarify the description to clearly reflect the intention behind introducing it. Introducing a new attribute would mean that we have two attributes for the same purpose which is undesirable.  
Proposal 1: We propose to modify the description of “No EN-DC” attribute in TS 36.300 as follows:
“No EN-DC: If checked, the Neighbour Cell Relation shall not be used by the eNB for EN-DC but X2 interface may be used to coordinate resources between LTE and NR cells”
Since this modification is just for clarifying purposes, and no new attribute is introduced, no LS to SA5 is needed.
Proposal 2: Under this clarification of the “No EN-DC” attribute in TS 36.300 no LS to SA5 is needed.
3	Conclusion
In this contribution, we make the following observations and conclusions:
Observation 1: The No EN-DC attribute in the NCR can be reused so that X2 interface is not utilized for EN-DC purposes.
Proposal 1: We propose to modify the description of “No EN-DC” attribute in TS 36.300 as follows:
“No EN-DC: If checked, the Neighbour Cell Relation shall not be used by the eNB for EN-DC but X2 interface may be used to coordinate resources between LTE and NR cells”
Proposal 2: Under this clarification of the “No EN-DC” attribute in TS 36.300 no LS to SA5 is needed.
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