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1. Introduction
[bookmark: OLE_LINK13]In RAN4#107, there was a proposal to enable higher power limit for an inter-band CA which consists of intra-band CA on one of the operating bands in the band combination, thus the following texts for specs were proposed:
	For combinations of intra-band and inter-band carrier aggregation with UE configured for transmission on three serving cells (up to two contiguously aggregated carriers per operating band), PPowerClass,CA is the maximum UE power specified in Table 6.2A.1.3-1 without taking into account the tolerance specified in the Table 6.2A.1.3-1; If the UE indicates higherPowerLimit-r17 for an eligible CA configuration as specified in Table 6.2A.1.3-1 and ΔPPowerClass, CA = 0, PPowerClass,CA is replaced by 10 log10 (pPowerClass,A + pPowerClass,CA,B).
where
-	pPowerClass,A is the linear value of the maximum UE power for serving cell c on the operating band A specified in Table 6.2.1-1 according to ue-PowerClassPerBandPerBC-r17 if indicated or ue-PowerClass otherwise without taking into account the tolerance;
-	pPowerClass,CA,B is the linear value of the maximum UE power for serving cell(s) on the operating band B including intra-band carrier aggregation specified in Table 6.2A.1.1-1 according to ue-PowerClassPerBandPerBC-r17 if indicated or PowerClass otherwise without taking into account the tolerance.



In our understanding, the combination of inter-band and intra-band CA will result in a new feature, and moreover, there is no such CA configuration introduced in current RAN4 specs, hence we propose to postpone the discussion to the next release. 
2. Discussion
2.1 Feature-wised requirements  
The current RAN4 specs introduces a “suffix” mechanism to specify different features independently, e.g., suffix “A” for CA, “B” for DC, etc., which means that the corresponding requirements are specified by assuming that a feature (labelled as Feature A) functions alone, thus if another feature (labelled as Feature B) is functioning at the same time, then which of requirements should be satisfied, either requirements for Feature A or Feature B, or both? And technically if a UE satisfies requirements for Feature A and B, it does not mean that the UE support simultaneous operations for Feature A and B.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1]Observation 1: RAN4 specifies requirement in a “feature-wised” way by assuming the feature functions alone, resulting in a set of sub-clauses with different suffix.
Observation 2: A UE satisfying requirements for multiple features does not mean its support of simultaneous operation of these multiple features.
2.2 UL CA configurations
We can check all the UL CA configurations for inter-band CA in the latest RAN4 specs, i.e., 5.5A.3 [2] from two bands to six bands.
For two bands, there are three types of UL CA configurations:
(1) Single band with single carrier
(2) Single band with multiple contiguous carriers
(3) Single band with multiple non-contiguous carriers
(4) Two bands with single carrier for each band
And there is no UL CA configuration with multiple carriers on one of two bands. Similar observation can be drawn for three bands, four bands, five bands and six bands. That means that there is no such band combination where UL consists of both inter-band and intra-band carriers at the same time.
Observation 3: In current RAN4 specs, there is no UL CA configuration introduced with multiple carriers on one of involved multiple bands, thus there is no such band combination where UL consists of both inter-band and intra-band carriers at the same time.
 
Hence, we propose to postpone the discussion on enabling higher power limit for an inter-band CA which consists of intra-band CA component.
Proposal: RAN4 postpone the discussion on enabling higher power limit for an inter-band CA which consists of intra-band CA component.

3. Conclusion
In this contribution we have the following observations and proposal for enabling higher power limit for an inter-band CA which consists of intra-band CA component:
Observation 1: RAN4 specifies requirement in a “feature-wised” way by assuming the feature functions alone, resulting in a set of sub-clauses with different suffix.
Observation 2: A UE satisfying requirements for multiple features does not mean its support of simultaneous operation of these multiple features.
Observation 3: In current RAN4 specs, there is no UL CA configuration introduced with multiple carriers on one of involved multiple bands, thus there is no such band combination where UL consists of both inter-band and intra-band carriers at the same time.
Proposal: RAN4 postpone the discussion on enabling higher power limit for an inter-band CA which consists of intra-band CA component.
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