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1. Introduction
In RAN4#103-e meeting, we have approved the test case list and configuration for SRS antenna port switching [1]. And some issues are still FFS. This document will further discuss these issues and present our understandings and proposals.

2. Discussion
[bookmark: OLE_LINK113][bookmark: OLE_LINK114]For the issue 3-2-3: General configuration –SCS and BW, following agreements and FFS are achieved: 
Agreements:
· for configuration of test cases for SRS antenna port switching, to consider following cases:
· 15 kHz SSB SCS with 10 MHz bandwidth for FDD
· 15 kHz SSB SCS with 10 MHz bandwidth for TDD 
· 30 kHz SSB SCS with 40 MHz bandwidth for TDD  
· FFS:
· Option 1: above configurations applies for aggressor cell, FFS for victim cell
· Option 2: above configurations applies for both aggressor cell and victim cell, and such configuration may be different between aggressor cell and victim cell.
· Option 3: above configurations applies for both aggressor cell and victim cell, and such configuration is same between aggressor and victim
[bookmark: OLE_LINK21][bookmark: OLE_LINK22]Agreements have been reached for issue 3-2-4 (General configuration – band combination selection for CA/DC) that “Operating bands of aggressor CC and victim CC should be selected based on UE capability of txSwitchImpactToRx or txSwitchWithAnotherBand. The supported bandwidth is defined per band, and the aggressor band and victim band should be selected based on above UE capability. So the SSB SCS and bandwidth should be selected based on selected band. During the test, same configuration for aggressor cell and victim cell should be prioritized. If same configuration cannot be used for selected band, different configuration between aggressor cell and victim cell should be selected.
Observation 1: The configuration of SSB SCS and bandwidth for FDD or TDD can be selected based on the selected operating bands of aggressor CC and victim CC which is based on UE capability of txSwitchImpactToRx or txSwitchWithAnotherBand.
Proposal 1: Same configuration for aggressor cell and victim cell should be prioritized if supported on these operating bands. If same configuration is not supported on the selected bands, different configurations between aggressor cell and victim cell can be used.

For issue 3-2-5, SRS configuration for scenario 1 sync case (symbol-level interruption), we have following agreements with two options:
Agreements:
· Counting missed ACK/NACK number (it’s a slot level interruption counting)
· Option 1:
· [bookmark: OLE_LINK25][bookmark: OLE_LINK26][bookmark: OLE_LINK23][bookmark: OLE_LINK24]Define test cases for scenario 1 sync case by allocating the SRS resource at the last but one symbol of slot and the interruption on victim CCs should be no longer than 1 slot (subframe for E-UTRA) when the SCS of aggressor CC and victim CC is 15/30 KHz.
· Option 2:
· Define test cases for scenario 1 sync case by allocating the SRS resource before the last two symbols or more of slot and the interruption on victim CCs should be no longer than 1 slot (subframe for E-UTRA) when the SCS of aggressor CC and victim CC is 15/30 KHz.
That means the test case is still defined by counting missed ACK/NACK number of slot level data coding, i.e. slot level interruption, even the interruption requirements for scenario 1 sync case are defined with symbol level due to testing symbol level interruption is difficult. We know that the interruption is caused by antenna port switching and SRS transmit on other antenna port. If SRS resource is allocated at the last symbol of slot, the UE will switch antenna port on the starting part of the next slot. The latter slot on victim CC may also be interrupted. Then it is hard for UE to meet the test requirement of ‘the interruption on victim CCs should be no longer than 1 slot’. So the one symbol SRS resource is not allocated at last symbol of slot. But considering that the interruption for scenario 1 sync case is symbol level, we think one symbol interval from the slot boundary is enough. So the one symbol SRS can be configured at the last but one symbol of slot, i.e. option 1 is acceptable. 
Proposal 2: The one symbol SRS resource for scenario 1 sync case is not allocated at the last symbol of slot.
Proposal 3: Option 1 above can be accepted for SRS configuration for scenario 1 sync case. 

3. Conclusion
This document discussed some issues having no decision for the test case of SRS antenna port switching, and presented the following proposals:
Observation 1: The configuration of SSB SCS and bandwidth for FDD or TDD can be selected based on the selected operating bands of aggressor CC and victim CC which is based on UE capability of txSwitchImpactToRx or txSwitchWithAnotherBand.
Proposal 1: Same configuration for aggressor cell and victim cell should be prioritized if supported on these operating bands. If same configuration is not supported on the selected bands, different configurations between aggressor cell and victim cell can be used.
Proposal 2: The one symbol SRS resource for scenario 1 sync case is not allocated at the last symbol of slot.
Proposal 3: Option 1 above can be accepted for SRS configuration for scenario 1 sync case. 
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