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1. [bookmark: OLE_LINK13][bookmark: OLE_LINK14]Introduction
In the RAN4#104-e-bis meeting, the RF specification impact was discussed in [1], and the discussion process in the summary document is in [2], and a WF has been agreed in [3]:

Issue 3-1: RAN4 spec impacts in case requirements for FDSS with spectrum extension are introduced
[bookmark: _GoBack]<Way forward/Agreement>: 
· RAN4 further discusses which requirements are impacted by possible feature(s) and how they look in the future meetings.
· Note that the discussion on the above doesn’t mean the introduction of possible features is agreed.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1]In this contribution, we discussed some of the issues for RF specification impact.
2. Discussion

Currently, it is still in the early phase of scheme study, and the evaluation are just started. It is still not clear what scheme would be utilized, and discussion the detailed scheme specific RF requirements seems still early in current stage.  
It might be possible to have some general discussion on what requirements might be impacted in case certain scheme is incorporated, and focus on the evaluation on the current stage.
Proposal 1: Postpone the detailed study of RF requirements impact on current stage unless needed by evaluation, till more progress can be made for scheme selection.

However, we may still have some general ideas on which requirements might be impacted and made some preliminary observation.
For FDSS without spectrum sharing, it seems that some of the current requirements for pi/2 bpsk could be extended:
· MPR
· Spectrum flatness
· Duty cycle;

If FDSS with spectrum sharing is considered, it has to be considered whether to consider the extended part as allocated part or not in the requirements, thus the in-band emission and even MPR would have to be re-considered. Due to would have to be considered
Proposal 2: Preliminary impact areas can be briefly discussed and set for next stage preparation.
For ACLR, there was a proposal in in [1] as following:
Proposal 9:  Define ACLR requirement according to power class also with power boost.

Since it is needed for MPR evaluation, it is proposed to confirm this before the evaluation as an exception. For other requirements impact, it seems not needed.
Proposal 3: Confirm ACLR needed for evaluation
3. Conclusion
In this paper, discussion was provided on the enhancement of increase higher power related WI objective. The following observations and proposal are provided.
Proposal 1: Postpone the detailed study of RF requirements impact on current stage unless needed by evaluation, till more progress can be made for scheme selection.
Proposal 2: Preliminary impact areas can be briefly discussed and set for next stage preparation.
Proposal 3: Confirm ACLR needed for evaluation.
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