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Introduction
Scell dropping has been discussed in RAN4 for some time. Early background summary can reference last meeting’s contribution [1]. The discussion was documented in [2] and a WF [3] was approved. However, there are only the following agreements:
· Consider adding a new RRC signalling in the feature list, details depends on the final solution if any
· Discuss whether to test delta-Pcmax to minimize the efforts in RAN5 testing 
· The solution should have no RAN1 impact in Rel-17
· Whether and how to implement the RAN4 requirements based on the final solution if any
[bookmark: _GoBack]And the rest of the contents are all FFS.

In this paper, further discussion is provided.
Discussion
After long discussion, currently the only actual progress that is agreed, is adding a new RRC signalling in feature list. The details are still absent. 
Observation: Though tentative signalling is tentatively agreed, detailed solution is difficult to converge.
And the options are still diverse:
•	Option 1: the configured maximum power Pcmax,f,c for the serving cells are modified by UE-specific configured power limits, and can be modified/enabled/disabled by MAC/CE for fast adaptation to changing radio conditions and applies for concurrent transmissions; The relative limits apply for concurrent UL transmissions, if only transmission scheduled on one cell this would get all available power up to PCMAX 
•	Option 2: 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).
•	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: RAN4 will not agree a solution before receiving RAN1 feedback about the feasibility of one of the proposed solutions.
•	Option 5: Considering postpone this work to future release if no consensus can be made.
Currently the CRs for option 1 are available for some time, however, it also has controversies. Apart from possible contradicting with RAN1’s priority, possible additional verification may also problematic in methodology. During GTW session, there is also suggestion to stop the discussion in this release, but considering there is already a WI scope, this is considered a RAN level decision and not suitable to be made in RAN4.
Based on the current situation, the following suggestion is made:
Proposal 1: Further discuss and see whether a consensus can be made based on one option;
Proposal 2: The verification and testing method need to be considered in the process.
Proposal 3: If no consensus can be made in a reasonable timeframe, it is suggested to consider removing the objective in RAN.

Conclusion
In this contribution, the following observation and proposal are provided:
Observation: Though tentative signalling is tentatively agreed, detailed solution is difficult to converge.
Proposal 1: Further discuss and see whether a consensus can be made based on one option;
Proposal 2: The verification and testing method need to be considered in the process.
Proposal 3: If no consensus can be made in a reasonable timeframe, it is suggested to consider removing the objective in RAN.
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