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1. Introduction
Transmission power dropping on cell with low priority issues have been discussed for several meetings, WF [1] was approved in last meeting with background and some aspects to be further discussed if solution to prevent transmission power dropping on low priority cell needed. The proposed solution are as below.
· Option 1: the configured maximum power Pcmax,f,c for the serving cells are modified by UE-specific configured power limits on one or more serving cells, and can be enabled/disabled by MAC/CE for fast adaptation to changing radio conditions and applies for concurrent transmissions; e.g. if only high priority transmission scheduled in one cell this would get all available power, reduces the need for enabling/disabling limits by MAC-CE signalling. The priority mechanism in 38.213 is not affected.
· Option 2: It is proposed to put max power limit on the high priority CC instead of always on the PCC
· Option 3: Define new parameter to indicate priority between configured UL cells for the UE. Supporting Ran4 based solution introducing any new network controlled parameters should be optional for the UE
· Option 4: Power distribution among PCell and SCell proportionally should be considered at NW side according to the RB resource scheduling info for CCs, and the power ratio for PCell and SCell(s) can be configured to UE. The power ratio can be configured via RRC on UE specific basis, and enable/disable via DCI or MAC-CE for fast adaption of the dynamic RB resource allocation for PCell and SCell(s).
In this paper we would like to provide our views on the solution and the relevant aspects to be discussed.
2. Discussion
Solution needed if there is concrete details to prove dropping issue exists in real filed. However, as many companies have mentioned, hope some companies could provide some details.
Option 1 described in [2] allows UE-specific configured power limits on all serving cells, which means no matter the priority on PCell or SCell in the condition of concurrent transmissions, always a maximum configured power limit could apply to the high priority cell to reserve remaining power to other cells and prevent them from dropping. This solution has no effect on current priority mechanism defined in 38.213 clause 7.5. 
Observation 1: Allows UE-specific configured power limits on all serving cells introduced in [2] is a straight forward and simple way to prevent dropping issue no matter the priority is PCell or SCell

[3] proposed to introduce assisted information Pcmax,ca and total PHR for band combination via reusing current PHR reporting mechanism to facilitate NW enable/disable the configured power limit, which is based on Option 1.
As has been commented by companies, for intra-band CA, Pcmax,f,c=Pcmax, and for inter-band CA the Pcmax in the sum of the configured cells. Seems only reporting total PHR to NW is enough to facilitate the NW enable/disable the configured power limit when it is necessary. 
Observation 2: Reporting total PHR to NW seems enough to facilitate the NW enable/disable the configured power limit when it is necessary.
The general procedure could be: Reporting both total PHR and per-CC PHR to the NW, when there is margin for the total PHR, the additional configured power limit for each cell is not triggered, when the margin for the total PHR is approaching zero, the mechanism could be triggered by NW and the UE-specific configured power limit applies, meanwhile per CC PHR should be used to guarantee per CC power not exceeding the configured maximum power with UE-specific limit.
Observation 3: The general procedure could be: when there is margin for the total PHR, the additional configured power limit for each cell is not triggered, when the margin for the total PHR is approaching zero, the mechanism could be triggered by NW and the UE-specific configured power limit apply, meanwhile per CC PHR should be used to guarantee per CC power not exceeding the configured maximum power with UE-specific limit.
3. Conclusion
In this paper we provide our views on the solution and the relevant aspects to be discussed.
Observation 1: Allows UE-specific configured power limits on all serving cells introduced in [2] is a straight forward and simple way to prevent dropping issue no matter the priority is PCell or SCell
Observation 2: Reporting total PHR to NW seems enough to facilitate the NW enable/disable the configured power limit when it is necessary.
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