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Introduction
In RAN4#102, a WF [1] has been agreed for FeMIMO, in which the following conclusion is made for the MPE enhancements:
· [bookmark: _Hlk97242871]Agreement
· There is no change on the equation for Pumax boundaries
· The necessity of a new note can be discussed to clarify the P-MPR based on RAN1 feedback in Section 6.2.4 of 38.101-2 without changing of the equation in TEI
· There is no change on the equation for Pcmax boundaries, but add the note to clarify the Pcmax boundaries are specified based on per cell-based P-MPR based on RAN1 feedback.
In addition, RAN1 has sent out a reply LS to RAN2 which is also CC RAN4 in [2], in which the following MPE related question:
Question 1.10: Is reporting of PCMax,f,c needed for MPE information and if it is, should it be included per indicated SSBRI/CRI value or is it cell-specific?
Answer 1.10: 
RAN1 is still discussing and more time is needed. 
A later LS [5] was approved in RAN1 and later sent to RAN2 but not to RAN4, it includes:
· (RAN2 Question) Q1.10: Is reporting of PCMax,f,c needed for MPE information and if it is, should it be included per indicated SSBRI/CRI value or is it cell-specific?
· RAN1 response: The enhanced MPE reporting doesn't impact the reporting of PCMax,f,c, which should remain as in legacy, i.e. reported per cell

In this paper, further proposal for clarification is provided. 
Discussion
As has been discussed and agreed, there is no change on the equation for Pumax boundaries. The equation is also referenced below for easier reference:
PPowerclass + PIBE – MAX(MAX(MPRf,c, A- MPRf,c,) + ΔMBP,n, P-MPRf,c) – MAX{T(MAX(MPRf,c, A- MPRf,c,)), T(P-MPRf,c)} ≤ PUMAX,f,c ≤ EIRPmax

Currently, the only likely revision is some clarification note that P-MPR in the equation are cell specific. There were some proposals in RAN4#102 as documented in [3] but none of them have been agreed. 
Observation 1: Clarification of cell-specific P-MPR is the only likely revision for MPE in current stage.
In addition, there is agreement to consider RAN1’s view through the LS on the granularity and reporting of Pcmax,f,c. However, according to the RAN1’s latest feedback in [5]:
· The enhanced MPE reporting doesn't impact the reporting of PCMax,f,c, which should remain as in legacy, i.e. reported per cell
Based on the current situation, there is following observation:
Observation 2: RAN1 view on Pcmax,f,c is to be kept as in legacy, i.e. reported per cell. 

Based on the two observations, it is proposed to focus on a clarification of P-MPR. 
Since the target of this clarification is mainly for keeping better consistency between possible multiple P-MPR values and single Pumax,f,c, and there is no other requirements in RAN4 to use this P-MPR concept anymore, a simplified one seems enough, 
Proposal: Make a simplified note for P-MPR, to keep better consistency between possible multiple P-MPR values and single Pumax.
One tentative clarification could be:
Note: P-MPRf,c is a cell specific parameter.
One possible drawback of this kind of simple clarification may be there would be no clear mapping of the reporting P-MPR values and the concept in this equation, though the maximum is an obvious choice. However, as already stated before, the P-MPR implementation is already quite flexible, and leaving this flexibility seems no problem

A draft CR is also incorporated.
Conclusion
In this paper, further views of MPE were provided.
Observation 1: Clarification of cell-specific P-MPR is the only likely revision for MPE in current stage.
Observation 2: RAN1 view on Pcmax,f,c is to be kept as in legacy, i.e. reported per cell. 
Proposal: Make a simplified note for P-MPR, to keep better consistency between possible multiple P-MPR values and single Pumax.
One tentative clarification could be and also a draft CR is provided:
Note: P-MPRf,c is a cell specific parameter.
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