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Topic #1: ΔRIB for 8Rx
Sub-topic 1-1 PDCCH aggregation level (AL)
Issue 1-1-1: Value of PDCCH AL in RAN4 assumption
<Agreement in GTW>
· No consensus on PDCCH aggregation level for 8Rx in RAN4, and RAN4 does not specify PDCCH aggregation level in RAN4 specification.

Issue 1-1-2: Information to RAN5
Moderator’s comments: 
It is suggested to discuss with issue 1-2-1.

Sub-topic 1-2 ΔRIB for TDD bands
Issue 1-2-1: ΔRIB for TDD bands
<Way forward/Agreement>: 
[bookmark: _Hlk133364095][bookmark: _Hlk133364115]RAN4 stop the discussion on the AL issue and directly discuss ΔRIB. 
Further discuss ΔRIB for TDD bands with the following values as a baseline:
· - [4.0-4.5] dB for n41
· - [4.0] dB for n77/n78/n79

Sub-topic 1-3 ΔRIB for FDD band
Issue 1-3-1: ΔRIB for FDD band n7
<Way forward/Agreement>: 
- [4.5] dB for n7

Topic #2: ΔTRxSRS
Sub-topic 2-1 Values of ΔTRxSRS for n79
Issue 2-1-1: Values of ΔTRxSRS for n79
<Way forward/Agreement>: 
For Values of ΔTRxSRS for n79, apply 5.5dB, 5.5dB, 6.0dB for 1T8R, 2T8R, 1T8R/2T8R respectively

Issue 2-1-2: General principle for ΔTRxSRS for n79
<Way forward/Agreement>: 
Apply the same “+3Db”-principle as already agreed for bands up to n77 between different power classes/TX Diversity
<AH Agreement in last meeting>
· The same value with PC3 ∆TRxSRS applies
· when the device is capable of power class 5 or power class 1.5 in the band, or when the device is capable of power class 2 in the band and ΔPPowerClass = 3 Db, or when UE indicating txDiversity-r16
· The value 3Db larger than PC3 ∆TRxSRS applies
· during SRS transmission occasions with configured SRS resources consisting of one SRS port when the device is capable of power class 2 in the band and ΔPPowerClass = 0 Db and not indicating txDiversity-r16

Sub-topic 2-2 Indication of ΔTRxSRS
Issue 2-2-1: Further analysis for indication of ΔTRxSRS
<Way forward/Agreement>: 
 No decision and agreements are made in this meeting, future discussion in RAN4 will depend on RAN1 feedback if any.

Issue 2-2-2: Applicability for 2Rx/4Rx
<Way forward/Agreement>: 
 No decision and agreements are made in this meeting, future discussion in RAN4 will depend on RAN1 feedback if any.

Topic #3: Others
Sub-topic 3-1 ΔPpowerclass for PCMAX_H,f,c
Issue 3-1-1: Whether to remove ΔPpowerclass for PCMAX_H,f,c
<Way forward/Agreement>: 
Further discuss whether to remove the ΔPPowerClass=3dB applied for PCMAX_H,f,c for a PC2 capable UE with the support of TxD, if it further indicates the support of 1TxR AS-SRS.
Reference for the future discussion:
· Background
· In current spec, ΔPPowerClass = 3dB applies to PCMAX_H,f,c for PC2 UE supporting TxD for 1TxR cases. 
· The reason of proposal: 
· If UE supports PC2 with 23+26dBm or 26+26dBm PA configuration, UE can transmit with full power PA for 1TxR. So, applying ΔPPowerClass to PCMAX_H,f,c is not necessary for such Ues.
· The reason of objection:
· If UE supports PC2 and indicates TxD capability, UE may do antenna virtualization and transmit 23+23dBm while it shouldn’t (no matter the PA configuration). To prevent this antenna virtualization and avoid 3dB uncertainty, applying  ΔPPowerClass to PCMAX_H,f,c is necessary.


Sub-topic 3-2 Whether to remove or not the guard period between two SRS resources transmitted in different symbols of the same slot belonging to the same SRS resource set with ‘antennaSwitching’ usage
Issue 3-2-1: whether to remove or not the guard period between two SRS resources transmitted in different symbols of the same slot belonging to the same SRS resource set with ‘antennaSwitching’ usage
<Way forward/Agreement>: 
Open issue needs further discussion
-	Option 1: Do not remove
-	Option 2: Remove

Sub-topic 3-3 Release independent
Issue 3-3-1: Which release 8Rx can be release independent from.
<Way forward/Agreement>:
FFS the following approach can be agreeable in next meeting.
· 8Rx without SRS-AS can be release independent from Rel-15.
· 8Rx with SRS-AS can be release independent from Rel-X.
· Further discuss “Rel-X” by clarifying which SRS-AS patterns were introduced from which release.
· Further discuss how to describe it in TS 38.307.

Sub-topic 3-4 Which RF requirements to specify for 8Rx

Issue 3-4-1: Other RF Rx single carrier requirements (Proposal 1).
<Way forward/Agreement>
Further discuss the following options:
For UE equipped with 8Rx, the UE RF Rx requirements other than REFSENS are
· Option 1: Verified with 4Rx
· “For the single carrier REFSENS requirements in Clause 7, the UE shall be verified with two Rx antenna ports in all supported frequency bands, additional requirements for four Rx ports shall be verified in operating bands where the UE is equipped with four Rx antenna ports, and additional requirements for eight Rx ports shall be verified in operating bands where the UE is equipped with eight Rx antenna ports
· For Rx requirements other than single carrier REFSENS in Clause 7, the UE shall be verified with four Rx antenna ports and skip two Rx antenna ports requirements in operating bands where the UE is equipped with four or eight Rx antenna ports, otherwise, the UE shall be verified with two Rx antenna ports.”
· Option 2: Verified with 8Rx
· “For the single carrier REFSENS requirements in Clause 7, the UE shall be verified with two Rx antenna ports in all supported frequency bands, additional requirements for four Rx ports shall be verified in operating bands where the UE is equipped with four Rx antenna ports, and additional requirements for eight Rx ports shall be verified in operating bands where the UE is equipped with eight Rx antenna ports
· For Rx requirements other than single carrier REFSENS in Clause 7, the UE shall be verified with four or eight Rx antenna ports (selected based on the maximum Rx antenna port supported by the UE) and skip two Rx antenna ports requirements in operating bands where the UE is equipped with four or eight Rx antenna ports, otherwise, the UE shall be verified with two Rx antenna ports.”
· Option 3: 
· “For the single carrier REFSENS requirements in Clause 7, the UE shall be verified with two Rx antenna ports in all supported frequency bands, additional requirements for four or eight Rx ports shall be verified in operating bands where the UE is equipped with four or eight Rx antenna ports (selected based on the maximum Rx antenna port supported by the UE), and additional requirements for eight Rx ports shall be verified in operating bands where the UE is equipped with eight Rx antenna ports
· For Rx requirements other than single carrier REFSENS in Clause 7, the UE shall be verified with four or eight Rx antenna ports (selected based on the maximum Rx antenna port supported by the UE) and skip two Rx antenna ports requirements in operating bands where the UE is equipped with four or eight Rx antenna ports, otherwise, the UE shall be verified with two Rx antenna ports.”
· Option 4: Others

Issue 3-4-1: CA requirements.
<Way forward/Agreement>: 
For 8Rx UE RF CA requirement, encourage interested companies to bring contributions in RAN4#107 with the following aspects:
· Expected clarification/revision on the objective in WID if needed considering whether to consider band combinations in this WI.
· For a band supporting 8Rx in single band operation, whether the band is mandated to support 8Rx in a band combination.
· For whether example CA/DC band combinations (including EN-DC) is needed or not, check if proposal 2 is agreeable in next meeting:
· Proposal 2: 8Rx requirements should apply to the band implemented with 8Rx in all existing band combinations including intra/inter band CA and DC (including EN-DC).
· For whether additional MSD is needed, check if proposal 3 is agreeable in next meeting:
· Proposal 3: Clarify the relationship between MSD and ΔRIB, 8R by adding the following sentence in section 7.3A.1.
· For operations with 8 Rx antenna ports, the MSD in the applicable bands shall be increased by the absolute value of ΔRIB,8R in Table 7.3.2-x when MSD > 0.
