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Discussion and Decision

1.
Introduction
With regard to the autonomous denial, it is stated as follows in the WID [1], 

Evaluate whether autonomous LTE denial with further enhancement, e.g. the UE providing additional assistant information to the network is needed to handle rare periodic or non-periodic ISM events. If necessary, specify necessary signaling and procedure to ensure LTE performance
In the contribution, it is discussed about above issue.
2.
Discussion 
From our perspective, the current agreed LTE denial by RRC connected UE is determined and performed only by UE itself. And the intention of the assistant information seems to just let the network know the future denial situation at the UE so that the network is prepared to cope with radio link adaptation problem raised in SI phase. In this case, QoS of LTE service may be degraded depending on the UE implementation/decision. Furthermore, this operation contradicts to the behaviour of the current RRC connected UE since the radio resource management for the RRC connected UE is usually under the control of the network. Thus it is proposed as follows 
Proposal 1) The network is able to determine the necessity of the LTE denial of the UE.

If the above proposal 1 is agreed, it is necessary for the UE to transmit the assistant information that enables the network to determine whether the requested denial is necessary or not. QoS related information of LTE and coexisting technology seems to be a good candidate for this purpose. By using this information, the network may allow the UE to deny LTE uplink transmission if the LTE uplink transmission seems to be less important or less urgent than the ISM or GNSS reception.  Otherwise, the network may disallow the UE to deny LTE uplink transmission. The above mentioned QoS related parameters may include the tolerable packet delay or packet loss rate of LTE and coexisting technology. Whether the denial is allowed or not may be sent to the UE explicitly with the current scheduling mechanism.
Proposal 2) The UE includes QoS related parameters in assistant information to enable the network to determine the necessity of the LTE denial.
3.
Conclusion
In this contribution, it is proposed as follows with regard to an autonomous denial
Proposal 1) The network is able to determine the necessity of the LTE denial of the UE.
Proposal 2) The UE transmits QoS related parameters to the network to enable the network to determine the necessity of the LTE denial.
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