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Introduction
[bookmark: _Hlk115189237]In RAN4#106, we incorrectly flagged CA_n7B-n26A band combination in [1] due to a potential triple beat issue. In this contribution, we aim to explain and correct this error.
Discussion
Flagged band combination
In RAN4#106 the draft CR [1] introduced the band combination in Table 1. 
Table 1: CA_n7B-n26(2A) BCS
	NR CA configuration
	Uplink CA configuration or single uplink carrier10
	NR Band
	Channel bandwidth (MHz) (NOTE 3)
	Bandwidth combination set

	CA_n7B-n26(2A)
	CA_n7A-n26A
CA_n7B-n26A
	n7
	CA_n7B_BCS0
	0

	
	
	n26
	CA_n26(2A)_BCS0
	



We flagged this band combination for potential triple beat MSD to be analysed for the UL configuration highlighted in yellow and the band combination was moved from the block approval AI to the “not for block approval” AI for support by experts to provide a solution to the issue.
Unfortunately, there not enough time for experts to evaluate the issue offline or during the ad-hoc session in the evening. Therefore, to solve the issue, it was suggested to revise the draft CR [1] and remove the yellow highlighted UL configuration which was done in the draft CR [2].
Error in flagging CA_n7B-n26A for triple beat
In preparation for this meeting, we wanted to come back to this triple beat issue to evaluate the MSD just to find out that we incorrectly flagged this band combination as band n26 (low band) and band n7 (high band) do no belong to adjacent band groups and thus are not subject to triple beat MSD check. We do apologize to the contributing companies for this error.
Since there is no CR in this “bis” meeting, we can bring a CR in RAN4#107 to correct this error by adding the CA_n7B-n26A UL configuration.
Proposal 1: a draft CR can be brought in RAN4#107 to correct the flagged error and re-instantiate the CA_n7B-n26A UL configuration for CA_n7B-n26(2A) as it is not subject to triple beat analysis since the two bands are not in adjacent band groups.
The reason for this error was that when we reviewed the draft CR we confused band n26 (low band) and band n25 (mid band) which is adjacent to the band n7 band group and would have been subject to triple beat analysis. This confusion was possible because the CR does not provide the band frequency range which would have been there in a TP. Nevertheless, we should have paid more attention, and this error should have been caught during the meeting within the “not for block approval” AI.
Even if this is not an excuse for our error, there are so many cases and band combinations to review that there is as much a possibility for errors in the band combinations TP and CRs than in the flagging process. It is particularly the case for these types of UL configurations containing intra-band UL that are not for block approval and thus should not be introduced in a CR, but rather in a TP, which analyze the potential IMD or triple beat issues for one band or two band UL configuration including intra-band ULCA respectively. Such TPs should be submitted to the “not for block approval” AI which give the full meeting time to examin the issues.
Many times, this rule is not followed and intra-band ULCA configurations are added in CRs like for intra-band DLCA cases, while any new UL configuration should be analysed for potential MSD. Even so, we have taken the burden to flag and solve many of these issues during the same meeting, but this is prone to errors in flags (both letting in cases that should have been flagged or wrongly flagging some cases) and also time consuming before and during the meeting.
Proposal 2:
· Any addition of a new UL configuration for 2 band or 3 band combinations including and intra-band ULCA should not be introduced with a CR unless the cover page specifically points at these UL configurations and explain why IMD and/or Triple beat MSD analysis is not needed (non-simultaneous Tx-Rx, TDD-TDD case, non-adjacent band group…).
· A new template for band combination TP should address the intra-band ULCA related IMD and triple beat MSD analysis.
Conclusions
In this contribution, we recognize our error in incorrectly flagging a band combination for a potential triple beat and make the following proposals.

Proposal 1: a draft CR can be brought in RAN4#107 to correct the flagged error and re-instantiate the CA_n7B-n26A UL configuration for CA_n7B-n26(2A) as it is not subject to triple beat analysis since the two bands are not in adjacent band groups.
Proposal 2:
· Any addition of a new UL configuration for 2 band or 3 band combinations including and intra-band ULCA should not be introduced with a CR unless the cover page specifically points at these UL configurations and explain why IMD and/or Triple beat MSD analysis is not needed (non-simultaneous Tx-Rx, TDD-TDD case, non-adjacent band group…).
· A new template for band combination TP should address the intra-band ULCA related IMD and triple beat MSD analysis.
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