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1.	Introduction
The LS from RAN5 on FR2 UE relative power control tolerance requirements [1] highlighted that while the core requirements are complete and consistent, the range of applicability of the relative power control tolerance is very narrow, which in turn made verification impractical considering MU. In this contribution we propose a solution that has all-round performance benefit, and at time same time has a light footprint on existing implementations.
2. 	Discussion
Of the questions RAN5 poses [1], we focus on the following (included as section heading).
2.1	Clarify which should be the value of relative power tolerance for PUSCH to PUSCH transitions for a power step P=1dB for the case Pint ≥ P ≥ Pmin.
As of Sept 2021, there is no requirement in TS38.101-2 on tolerance for ∆P = 1 dB for the Pint ≥ P ≥ Pmin range. The tolerance requirement of Note 2 in table 6.3.4.3-2 (+/-1.0 dB) for ∆P =1 is significant because it remains unique among all power control requirements in enforcing predictable power control behaviour in the UE under the special condition of unchanged UL RB allocation. Consequently, there is a system enhancement motivation to adopt a +/1.0 dB tolerance for the Pint ≥ P ≥ Pmin range also. 
We also recognize that this change poses a new requirement for UEs, and that UEs of older releases already exist or are in a significantly mature state of development. A new requirement could be disruptive to these UEs. A middle-way solution is to leave Rel-15 and -16 requirements unchanged but consider the enhancement for Rel-17 UEs alone.
Proposal 1: RAN4 to discuss if note 2 in table 6.3.4.3-2 can apply to table 6.3.4.3-1 also, for Rel-17 alone, towards accommodating the request in the LS from RAN5 [1].
This proposal represents a narrowing of scope compared to our previous proposal on this subject [2] to reduce disruption to UEs of existing releases. As before however, we believe other supporting test conditions or exemptions may need to be considered as a package to enable compliance by older UEs. Specifically, if the entire EIRP range is applicable to Note 2, more point-wise exceptions must be made to accommodate a proportionally greater number of state changes. 
This discussion can feed into the reply to [1].
3. 	Conclusions
There is prospect of improving both, system performance as well as verification, by applying expanding the scope of ‘Note 2’ (monotonicity requirement for ∆P = 1 dB) to the entire EIRP range:
Proposal 1: RAN4 to discuss if note 2 in table 6.3.4.3-2 can apply to table 6.3.4.3-1 also, for Rel-17 alone, towards accommodating the request in the LS from RAN5 [1].
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