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1	Work plan related evaluation
	Do you want to modify the time budget for this WI/SI compared to what was endorsed at the last RAN meeting?
	No



If you answered No:	Then please remove the Excel file from the zip file of this status report.
If you answered Yes:	Then please fill out the attached Excel template to request a modification of the time 		budgets for your WI /SI. The Excel table has to be filled out for all affected RAN WGs and 		up to the target date of the WI/SI. The basis are the endorsed time budgets of the last 		RAN meeting. Please highlight all changes of the values.
		One time unit (TU) corresponds to ~ 2 hours in the meeting.
		If this status report covers a WI with Core and Performance part, then please have one 		line for each in the attached Excel table.
		Note: If no Excel table is attached, then this means no time budget change.
Additional explanations/motivations for the time budget changes in the attached Excel table:


2.	Detailed progress in RAN WGs since last TSG meeting (for all involved WGs)
	NOTE: Agreements and Open issues impacted cross-TSG aspects shall be explicitly highlighted
2.1	RAN1
2.1.1	Agreements
2.1.2	Remaining Open issues
2.2	RAN2
2.2.1	Agreements
RAN2#113bis-e
· Endorsed the RRC CR for the DL 1024QAM in R2-2104531. 
· No new parameter called cqi-Table-r17 (as described in the RAN1 excel sheet) has been added in CSI-ReportConfig IE, but the spare value of the existing field cqi-Table has been used with value “table4-r17”.
· RAN2 will introduce the new UE capability information for this feature once it's available

RAN2#114-e
No discussion
2.2.2	Remaining Open issues 
Work item is completed in RAN2
2.3	RAN3
2.3.1	Agreements
2.3.2	Remaining Open issues
2.4	RAN4
2.4.1	Agreements
RAN4#98bis-e
RAN4 agreed with the way forward on 1024QAM UE RF requirements (R4-2105416)
· Maximum input level
· Use a 0dB relaxation for 1024QAM compared to 256QAM
· Introduce an appropriate note in the Maximum input tables in 38.101-1 referring to new RMCs defined in annex A (RMCs to be settled during performance part of the WI).

RAN4 agreed with the way forward on 1024QAM BS RF requirements (R4-2106121)
· 0 dB RE power control dynamic range should be reused for 1024-QAM
· Power back-off for 1024QAM (independent of 256QAM backoff) will be enabled. Details of how to specify are for the conformance phase
· The following parameters were identified as needing more consideration for EVM. 
· Wider bandwidths
· 30kHz SCS (as well as 15kHz SCS)
· Spectral Utilization
· CFR (Crest Factor Reduction)
· TX linearity (in particular PA non-linearity)
· Effects in the digital domain
· I/Q compression

RAN4#99-e
RAN4 technically endorsed the content of CR R4-2109110 for UE maximum input level requirements for DL1024QAM.
RAN4 agreed with the way forward on 1024QAM BS RF requirements (R4-2108634). 
· BS EVM
· Phase noise not explicitly needed for link level simulations
· Companies should propose EVM for the entire TX chain. The proposed values for EVM should be justified. No need to separate individual components e.g. PN from entire budget.
· BS class applicability
· Option 1: 1024QAM applicable for all BS classes
· Option 2: 1024QAM applicable to MR BS and LA BS, but not applicable for WA BS class
· Agreement in GTW:
· Further discuss the simulation assumption of SLS and LLS evaluation in this meeting, encourage companies to bring evaluation results for comparison in August RAN4 meeting; make decision on August RAN4 meeting for wide area BS class applicability. 
· FFS whether SLS evaluation needed or not to conclude this issue
· System level simulations
· Use assumptions from R4-2110664 as a baseline with considerations of other traffic models/low traffic load conditions

RAN4 agreed with the way forward on link level simulation assumption for DL1024QAM (R4-2108077).

2.4.2	Remaining Open issues
· BS Tx EVM requirements for DL 1024QAM.

2.5	RAN5
2.5.1	Agreements
2.5.2	Remaining Open issues
2.5.3	Remaining Open issues with cross-WG dependencies
2.6	RAN6
2.6.1	Agreements
2.6.2	Remaining Open issues

3.	Detailed progress in SA/CT WGs since last TSG meeting (for all involved WGs)
NOTE: This section only needs to be filled in for WI/SIs where there is a corresponding relevant WI/SI in SA/CT. 
3.1	SAx/CTs
3.1.1	Agreements with cross-TSG impacts
3.1.2	Remaining Open issues with cross-TSG impacts
NOTE: This section should also flag any critical dependencies that need TSG attention. 
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