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Comppanies present in the Ad-Hoc: Verizon, Dish, Motorola Solutions, ZTE, Qualcomm, NTT DoCoMo, Renesas, Ericsson, Motorola Mobility, LG, Samsung, Huawei, NEC, DT…
Power control
· R4-125536
Non-contiguous intraband CA power control was revised into R4-125941
· Changes are that text about sub-blocks consisting more than one carrier are removed
Discussion: Qualcomm commented that they have no more concearns for this version of the contribution.
Decision: Participants in Ad-Hoc had no concearns on the revised contribution.
Unwanted emissions
· R4-125540
Non-contiguous intraband CA unwanted emissions was revised into R4-125942.
· Changes are editorial
Discussion: 
Fujitsu: word coincides is not totally clear.
Nokia: we could replace it with overlaps.

Decision: Participants inAd-Hoc had no concearns on the revised contribution after the word coincides was replaced with overlaps.
ACLR

· R4-125542
Non-contiguous intraband CA ACLR was revised into R4-125943.

· Changes are editorial.
Discussion: 
Ericsson: We think that it is betterto keep the Void header and introduce new sub-clause numer for CA –E-UTRA requirement.
Nokia: We will check from MCC what is the proper sub-clause number for this.

Decision: Participants in Ad-Hoc had no concearns on the revised contribution after the header modification
UE to UE co-existence
· R4-125547
Non-contiguous intraband CA UE to UE co-existence was revised into R4-125950
· There was a comment during the discussion that Note 15 should be added for bands 2 and 25 to indicate that the requirement is applicaple also in OOB-domain. The note has been added to R4-125950
· NOTE 15:
These requirements also apply for the frequency ranges that are less than ΔfOOB (MHz) in Table 6.6.3.1-1 and Table 6.6.3.1A-1 from the edge of the channel bandwidth.
Discussion: 
LG: do we address A-MPR in REL-11 time frame?
Nokia: We could develop general MPR in REL-11 time frame and leave band specific A-MPR definitions to REL-12 operator WIDs.

Decision: Participants in Ad-Hoc had no concearns on the revised contribution.
Minimum and Off power
· R4-125552
Non-contiguous intraband CA minimum and off power requirement was revised into R4-125944.

· Changes are that text about sub-blocks consisting more than one carrier are removed.
Discussion: No comments
Decision: Participants in Ad-Hoc had no concearns on the revised contribution.
REFSENS with one UL carrier
· R4-125614
REFSENS with one UL carrier for NC intra-band CA
· R4-125619
TP on REFSENS with one UL carrier for NC intra-band CA.
· These contribution were not presented in main meeting due to time constraints
Discussion:
Qualcomm: Why the allocation is not in worst case position. We would prefer that we use REL-8 allocation size and specify MSD. IMD2 needs to be considerd. LO and Image 5th order mechanism should be taken into account.
Ericsson: Do you prefer option 2.

QC: Yes

Ericsson: that might be ok but we need to re-do the simulations. 

Nokia, LG and Renesas are ok with option 2.

Ericsson: we are also ok for option 2.

Qualcomm: is the size of the UL allocation should be same as in REL-8

Ericsson: Allocation size is a function of the gap size, this is inline with REL-8 approach.

Docomo: How about the DL Scc position.

Ericsson: proposal 2 adresses this. Proposal 2: The REFSENS requirements for NC intra-band CA should be based on the sub-block gap. 
R4-125614 and R4-125619 were noted.

Decision:
1) Option 2 from R4-125614 is selected as a way forward.
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2) Proposal 2 from R4-125614 is agreed as a way forward.
Proposal 2: The REFSENS requirements for NC intra-band CA should be based on the sub-block gap.
3) Comppanies to provide proposals to next meeting on details of how to specify the 1 UL REFSENS based on the agreements above.
In-gap ACS and blocking
· R4-125627
In-gap ACS and blocking requirements for NC intra-band CA
· R4-125632
TP on in-gap ACS and blocking requirements for NC intra-band CA
· These contribution were not presented in main meeting due to time constraints
Discussion: Some concearns were raised that the test does not guaranteed REL-8 level performance for ACS and blocking.
Decision: Continue offline discussion and if a consensus is reached return to R4-125632 in second round.

Transmit intermodulation
· R4-125610
TP on transmit intermodulation for NC intra-band CA

· There was not consensus on this contribution during the main meeting.

Discussion: Not discussed due  to time constraint.
Decision: Not discussed
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