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1	Background 
From chairman notes of RAN4#105 we can find following discussion and agreements relevant to this contribution.
Topic #3: Simplification of specification and reduction of test burden
Issue 3-1A: About the scope of reduction on 2UL coexistence requirements.
Discussions:
Nokia: Option 1, 2, and 3.
Samsung: the rule is applicable for option 1, 2, 3.
ZTE: Option 3 is out of scope. Do we need update the objective in next RAN.
Nokia: it would be good to update the description of SI.
Mediatek: for SI title, it includes both NR and LTE. The description can be updated.
Skyworks: two UL co-existence, we saw some different requirements for the same frequency bands.
Agreement:
· Extend the scope of these simplifications to include all specifications that have 2-band uplink CA/DC coexistence requirements
· To include FR1 CA/DC cases in TS 38.101-1.
· To include FR1 EN-DC/NE-DC cases in TS 38.101-3.
· To include LTE CA cases in TS 36.101.
Issue 3-1B: About non-3GPP RATs protection.
Discussions:
CHTTL: option 2. non-3GPP RAT does not follow the intersection set rule. 
Meditek: there is general rule. non-3GPP RAT does not fall in the 3GPP spec.
Apple: our proposal is Option 1. The current spec includes non-3GPP RAT protection in the two UL inter-band CA co-existence table. There is no band to protect non-3GPP RAT, which is not aligned with intersection set rule. If looking at the requirement, it is only to protect the neighboring band. The protection is sufficient enough for single band. There is not need to test 2UL inter-band CA again. 
AT&T: 2UL case UE does not use the same Tx as 1UL case. It should be ensured that public safety is protected.
Nokia: TV band protection. It is not for all EU band. We just rely on the single band requirement.
Qualcomm: we have the similar view as AT&T. 
Agreement: 
· Agree on Option 2
Based on these agreements we discuss how to handle LTE interband UL CA UE to UE co-ex table.
2 	Discussion
Based on the first agreement on applicability of this work To include LTE CA cases in TS 36.101 we have submitted three CRs [1][2][3] starting from REL16 into agenda item 4.1. Reason for using maintenance agenda is that it is our understanding that as relevant WI is SI no SR is expected under that. So far it has not been discussed from which release onwards the changes should be done. We have provided CRs starting from Rel16 but are open to discuss the applicable starting release.
Based on the second agreement Agree on Option 2 non-3GPP RAT does not follow the intersection set rule we have removed requirements towards other 3GPP bands but kept non-3GPP RAT protection with an exception that PHS protection is removed because it was shown in [4] that PHS protection does follow intersection rule.
3	Conclusion
In this contribution we have discussed LTE interband 2UL CA co-ex requirement simplification and submitted following CRs [1][2][3].
4	References
[1] R4-2300398	LTE interband 2UL CA co-ex simplication R16	Nokia
[2] R4-2300399	LTE interband 2UL CA co-ex simplication R17	Nokia
[3] R4-2300400	LTE interband 2UL CA co-ex simplication R18	Nokia
[4] R4-2218267,	Ue to UE co-ex requriement for band combinations, RAN4#105,	Nokia
