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1	Introduction
[bookmark: _Hlk58440727]This contribution discusses relation of MOP between TxD and ULFPTx specifically for the case that a UE is scheduled for single antenna-port PUSCH transmission by DCI format 0_0 or by DCI format 0_1 for single antenna port codebook based transmission based on [1] where two contributions were referred to. One is [2] by Samsung and the other is [3] by Ericsson. In short, our understanding is closer to [3]. We share the reason in this contribution. 
2	Discussion
First of all, the requirements under clause D shall be met regardless of TxD capability unless otherwise stated specifically since UL MIMO is the basis under the clause D on top of the requirements under clause none. It must not be necessary to dare to add texts for the case that the UE does not indicate a TxD capability under clause D. Hence, only the exception(s), i.e., the UL MIMO requirements are not applicable due to concurrent support of TxD must be written if any.
Secondary, the current below text under Table 6.2D.1-3 in TS38.101-1 v17.3.0 must apply to all the three ULFPTx modes and it can be interpreted that all the UEs which do not indicate TxD capability shall meet MOP requirements in clause 6.2.1.
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Hence, as proposed in [3], we don’t think that “not indicating Tx diversity [xx, TS 38.306] “ is necessary. 
Observation 1: No need to mention a case when a UE does not indicate TxD capability under clause D.
The remaining discussion point is if the specification requires some exceptions or not if the UE supports both one or some of the ULFPTx modes as well as TxD for a band. The current requirements force the UE to implement at least one of the PAs to be 26 dBm regardless of supported ULFPTx mode(s) if the indicated power class by the ue-PowerClass field is PC2 under the assumption that the requirements in 6.2.1 do not allow antenna virtualization and they shall be met at one of the physical antenna connectors.
As mentioned in [3], unpredictable antenna virtualization should be avoided as much as possible, while among the three modes, given that ul-FullPwrMode1-r16 was introduced to make a UE with two half rated PAs achieve the rated power as one of the reasons, forcing the UE to implement at least one full rated PA may weaken the justification of the introduction of the ul-FullPwrMode1-r16.
Observation 2: Only ul-FullPwrMode1-r16 could be allowed to have an exception and to meet MOP in 6.2G and the other two modes do not need exceptions.
Regarding specific modifications, the below was proposed in [3].
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If a UE indicates TxD capability for a band, the UE shall meet the requirements in clause G and it’s self-evident so that “[txDiversity-r16] or” part is not necessary. In addition, the next green text for ul-FullPwrMode2-TPMIGroup-r16 would not be necessary since it can be covered by the remaining texts.
In summary, a following text coloured in red should be added to the texts under the Table 6.2D.1-3.
If UE is scheduled for single antenna-port PUSCH transmission by DCI format 0_0 or by DCI format 0_1 for single antenna port codebook based transmission, the requirements in clause 6.2.1 apply for the power class as indicated by the ue-PowerClass field in capability signalling with the following exceptions: for UEs being configured with ul-FullPwrMode1-r16, the requirements in clause 6.2G for the power class indicated by the ue-PowerClass apply.
3	Conclusion
This contribution discussed relation of MOP between TxD and ULFPTx specifically for the case that a UE is scheduled for single antenna-port PUSCH transmission by DCI format 0_0 or by DCI format 0_1 for single antenna port codebook based transmission based on [1]. As the result, we obtained two observations and a conclusion.
Observation 1: No need to mention a case when a UE does not indicate TxD capability under clause D.
Observation 2: Only ul-FullPwrMode1-r16 could be allowed to have an exception and to meet MOP in 6.2G and the other two modes do not need exceptions.
Proposal: Expected spec change for the text under the Table 6.2D.1-3 is as follows.
If UE is scheduled for single antenna-port PUSCH transmission by DCI format 0_0 or by DCI format 0_1 for single antenna port codebook based transmission, the requirements in clause 6.2.1 apply for the power class as indicated by the ue-PowerClass field in capability signalling with the following exceptions: for UEs being configured with ul-FullPwrMode1-r16, the requirements in clause 6.2G for the power class indicated by the ue-PowerClass apply.
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