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[bookmark: _Ref488331639]Introduction
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]This is to discuss the R4 LS of R4-2206503.
Discussion
In the R4 LS, it is required to 
Therefore, RAN4 would like to respectfully ask RAN2 to extend the meaning of dualPA-Architecture capability in TS38.306 from Rel-16 if there is no NBC issue.
I.e., the following clarification should be applicable to Rel-17 without concern, yet the question is just whether/how to handle it in Rel-16.
	dualPA-Architecture
For band combinations with single-band with UL CA, this field indicates the support of dual PA and dual LO frequencies for FR1, or dual LO frequencies for FR2. If absent in such band combinations, the UE supports single PA and single LO frequency for all the ULs for FR1, or single LO frequency for FR2. For other band combinations, this field is not applicable.
	BC
	No
	N/A
	N/A


Essentially, the question is whether there exists a UE implementation of dual-PA + single-LO. Our understanding is no, and R4 preference on reusing the dual-PA capability for dual-LO capability reporting justified that understanding at least from R4 perspective. I.e., if R2 can confirm this understanding, then there would be no inter-operability issue for R16. 
On the other hand, if R2 cannot confirm that understanding, considering the key motivation of having this CR in Rel-16 is for R4 spec to have a base to differentiate the requirement for single and dual LO cases, it seems not a critical issue anyway. Thus, since R4 has left the decision to R2, it is suggested to go for Rel-17 CR directly.
Proposal 1 [bookmark: _Toc101867793]RAN2 confirm there is no NBC issue to extend the meaning of dualPA architecture capability in TS38.306 from Rel-16, and agree on CR since Rel-16.
Proposal 2 [bookmark: _Toc101867794]If RAN2 cannot confirm P1, RAN2 agree on CR for Rel-17 only.

Conclusion
We have the following proposals:
Proposal 1	RAN2 confirm there is no NBC issue to extend the meaning of dualPA architecture capability in TS38.306 from Rel-16, and agree on CR since Rel-16.
Proposal 2	If RAN2 cannot confirm P1, RAN2 agree on CR for Rel-17 only.
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