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1 Introduction

In RAN95e meeting, the Rel-17 Work Item Exception for Increasing UE power high limit for CA and DC [1] has been approved due to the unsolved issues listed in the following. This contribution provides our further views on these issues. It should be noted that as the expected completion Date is RAN June meeting, this is the last meeting for RAN4 work group.
	Whether PCMAX_L should be increased

Whether new signalling should be introduced

Whether new power class should be defined or whether increasing power should be enabled in a more general manner

Whether per carrier power indication is needed in combination with the aggregated total power

CR’s for 38.101-1 and 38.101-3 to be agreed.  Separate LS or added to feature list LS sent to RAN2


2 Discussion
Whether PCMAX_L should be increased?
Regarding whether Pcmax_L should be increased or not, the views from companies were still very diverse in the last meeting. Some companies think keeping Pcmax_L unchanged could make the requirement for this feature simple and have some implementation flexibility. While other companies argued that Keeping Pcmax_L unchanged would make this feature untestable and increase the HPUE power reporting ambiguity due to increase the range of Pcmax. From our perspective, as mentioned in our paper [2][3], this issue depends on whether a new requirement would be introduced for this new feature. Based on the discussion up to now, though it has the common understanding that no any MSD requirements is needed for this feature, there is still no clear clarification on whether a new MOP requirement such as power-tolerance is needed or not and how to define. If the MOP requirement is not needed to make the requirement simple, only increasing Pcmax_H is our preference and the same power class for band combination could be kept for UE. However, if a new MOP requirement is needed for this new feature and to make it testable, both Pcmax_L and Pcmax_H shall be increased.
Observation 1: A clarification is needed on whether a new MOP requirement such as power-tolerance is needed or not for this new feature on increasing UE maximum power high limit.
Signalling

For the signaling, introducing a new per band combination signaling like per “HigherPowerLimitCADC” is our preference as it is simple and more future-proof. Regarding the option on introducing powerClass-v17xy. Some clarification may be needed whether it is only for the case 23 dBm +26 dBm? If it is not, what is difference from the new signalling like “HigherPowerLimitCADC”?
Observation 2: a new per band combination signaling like “HigherPowerLimitCADC” is simple and more future-proof.
1 Conclusion

In this paper, we give the further analysis on increasing UE maximum power high limit and make the following observations:
Observation 1: A clarification is needed on whether a new MOP requirement such as power-tolerance is needed or not for this new feature on increasing UE maximum power high limit.
Observation 2: A new per band combination signaling like “HigherPowerLimitCADC” is simple and more future-proof.
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