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Introduction
RAN2 sent LS on PCMAX reporting issues based on assumed PUSCH waveform. RAN1 is asked for RAN1 specification impact following RAN2 decision on the new MAC CE for reporting. LS content is included here and RAN1 discussion are provided in the next section.1. Overall Description:
[bookmark: _Hlk149898941]RAN2 discussed reporting PCMAX for assumed PUSCH transmissions in RAN2#123bis, and made the following agreement:
Introduce new DWS MAC CE for reporting PHR for assumed and non-assumed PUSCH transmissions (we will not introduce a separate MAC CE just containing the assumed PHR) – We will design this to support DC/CA scenario (can indicate this to RAN1 and let us know if this has any impact to their design)
No new PHR triggers will be defined in RAN2

2. Actions:
To RAN1.
ACTION: 	RAN2 respectfully requests RAN1 to take the above agreements into account and inform RAN2 if a UE reporting PCMAX for actual and assumed PUSCH to support the DC/CA scenario has any impact to RAN1’s design in addition to that of the single carrier case.


Discussion
The possible application of PHR for CA may use multiplePHR and twoPHR. The PHR with different types are defined in subclause7.7 of 38.213. A UE determines whether a power headroom report for an activated serving cell c based on an actual transmission or a reference format based on the higher layer signaling. And the schemes are already support multiplePHR. With the introduction of assumed PUSCH transmission/waveform, the determination can be reused.
[bookmark: _GoBack]No further implication can be observed for the computation of PHRs when the assumed waveform replace actually waveform. The higher-layer would not have issue to report both PHRs, even in case multiplePHR is configured.
Proposal 1: RAN1 reply RAN2 that it has no impact in supporting PHR report under DC/CA scenario with new DWS MAC CE for reporting PHR for assumed and non-assumed PUSCH transmissions.
Conclusion
In this contribution, we discussed the question raised by RAN2 in the LS.
Proposal 1: RAN1 reply RAN2 that it has no impact in supporting PHR report under DC/CA scenario with new DWS MAC CE for reporting PHR for assumed and non-assumed PUSCH transmissions.
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