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1	Introduction
RAN4#99-e approved an WF [1], where some options on how to distinguish PC1.5 FWA devices and PC1.5 smartphone devices are captured as follows. This contribution provides an alternative for this issue.
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2	Discussion
RAN4#99e approved the other WF for this WI to address MPE issue [2], where two options to address FWA MPE handling as follows.
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In case, the option 3 is selected as resolution, it is possible for a network to consider UEs signalling hybrid maxUplinkDutyCycle-FWA-FR1 as FWA device without signalling specific device types as proposed in the WF of [1]. One precondition is that UEs supporting PC1.5 as FWA shall report hybrid maxUplinkDutyCycle-FWA-as conditional mandatory. This way is even simpler than the introduction of new device type signalling. 
Proposal : Use “hybrid maxUplinkDutyCycle-FWA-FR1” to distinguish PC1.5 FWA and PC1.5 smartphone. Note that UEs supporting PC1.5 FWA shall signal it as conditional mandatory.  
3	Conclusion
This contribution discussed an alternative way to distinguish PC1.5 FWA and PC1.5 smartphone. As a result, we propose the following.
Proposal : Use “hybrid maxUplinkDutyCycle-FWA-FR1” to distinguish PC1.5 FWA and PC1.5 smartphone. Note that UEs supporting PC1.5 FWA shall signal it as conditional mandatory.
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After the initial discussion three options remained for further considerations:

* Option 1: Signal the device type, i.e., Type A, Type B, Type C. A set of performance
requirements would be associated with each device type.

* Option 2: Prefer not to have any signalling. Prefer not to have different requirements for
FWA.

* Option 3: Other ideas, or still needs more study. Please offer ideas for future discussion.

Tentative Agreement: Use Option 1 as starting point and also take MPR evaluation results into
account for further discussion whether the signaling is needed.

« Understand what different requirements are needed, take the MPR evaluation into account

« Compare whether the MPR requirements will be different before discussing the signaling

* Discussion are limited to PC1.5
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* In [2], it is presented that Gtx based specification is found to be challenging
due to the uncertainty and variation in Gtx as well as the possible declared
value of distance, R, by the manufacturer for compliance

* In RAN4#99-¢, following options were discussed for FWA MPE handling.
Option 2 is discarded based upon the discussion (See Annex for detail)
* Option 1: Adopt the FR1 maxUplinkDutyCycle-PC2-FR1
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* Option 3: Adopt the hybrid maxUplinkDutyCycle-FWA-FR1

* RAN4 will further discuss how to define the optional solutions along with
the signaling method for FWA devices in RAN4#100-e





