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Document for:
Information
Agenda
· Summary of UE RF agreements from main meeting (2 minutes)
· CA impact of Band 41 HPUE (23 minutes)
· MPR/A-MPR (5 minutes)

Discussion

Key agreements from the main meeting (list may not be exhaustive)
Signaling HPUE power class LS agreed (R4-161767)

Impact to Band 7 captured in TP (R4-161759)

E-UTRA ACLR = 31dB (R4-162977)
Additional simulation assumptions and results captured in the TR for information 


Summary of results for expanded cell size scenario A1 (R4-161535)
Summary of results for modified CLx-ile scenario A2 (R4-161537)
UTRA ACLR not applicable to class 2 HPUE in Band 41 (alternate proposal in R4-162654)
BS blocking requirement – Samsung results (R4-161568) shows no impact.  Nokia to bring results to next meeting?
CA impact of Band 41 HPUE
Clarify what is meant by “no impact” to class 3 CA combinations.
Interpretation 1:  The CA specifications, such as refsens, DTIB, DRIB, are not changed for a UE that also supports class 2 transmission in Band 41 when it is operated at class 3 power level with and without CA.

Interpretation 2:  The actual performance in the CA scenario of a UE that also supports class 2 transmission in Band 41 matches that of the “same” UE that does not support class 2 transmission in Band 41 when it is operated at class 3 power level with and without CA
Comments:

Qualcomm:  Interpretation 1 is appropriate in a standards setting body
Chair:  Does any company have a different view?
No other views.

Agreement:  Interpretation 1
Impact or no impact?

Skyworks and Qorvo have indicated in online comments that there will be no impact
MTK (R4-161885) and CMCC (R4-162274) have provided component performance data

Component performance data is difficult to obtain at this time due to being in early stages of development.

R4-162976 WF on CA impact of Band 41 HPUE





Source: China Mobile Com. Corporation, Sprint, MediaTek, China Unicom, …

Decision: 

The document was Retun to.
· Current B41 related CA requirements only apply to B41 Power Class 3 UE. B41 Power Class 2 UE can operate in B41 related CA only if the Power Class 2 UE fallback to Power Class 3 can meet the current B41 related CA requirements.

· The implementation for supporting B41 Power Class 3 CA requirements by B41 Power Class 2 UE fallback mode is not precluded.
· Due to time schedule for both standardization and implementation of industry, RAN4 will not discuss the B41 HPUE’s impact on current B3 single band and B3+B41 CA requirements in this SI.
· B41 related CA requirements for B41 Power Class 2  UE can be identified by proposing separate CA+HPUE WIs for each combination after completion of B41 Power Class 2 single carrier specification.
Samsung proposes a modification to the 3rd bullet
· Due to time schedule for both standardization and implementation of industry, RAN4 will not discuss the B41 HPUE’s impact on will cause no changes to current B3 single band and B3+B41 CA requirements in this SI.
Comments:

First bullet:  Companies are ok with this.
Chair:  First bullet satisfies the criteria that there is no impact from HPUE to class 3 CA.  Any disagreement with this understanding?

No companies disagreed.

Second bullet:  No objections
Third bullet:  Any comments?  Concerns?

CHTTL:  It is too early to conclude there is no impact. Ok not to study this in this SI, so ok with this bullet.

Sprint:  There was a specific objective to study HPUE impact to other CA.  

Chair:  What is relationship between bullet 1 and bullet3?

Samsung:  Did not have enough time to evaluate impact

Softbank:  Bullet 1 is a condition, but we don’t have sufficient evidence that such a condition can be met; hence, bullet 3 is necessary.
China Telecom:  Ok with 1st, 2nd, and 4th bullet, but don’t think 3rd bullet is necessary.  If we add this 3rd bullet, this means that not all objectives of the SI would be met.

Softbank:  3rd bullet is important part of WF
Sprint:  Ok to change the SID objective

China Unicom:  Ok with bullet 3 and to remove from SI objective

China Telecom:  Do not object to bullet 3

Chair:  Can we agree to this WF in its entirety?

CMCC:  Some companies may feel uncomfortable to remove some parts of the SID.

China Telecom:  Propose not to change the SID.  Although we did not reach agreement, we did some study on it.
WF was agreeable.  There was some question about whether the SID should be modified.
MPR/A-MPR

Qualcomm, et. al. (R4-162653) proposals on MPR and A-MPR

Does constant CIM3 assumption hold with power backoff?

Should we modify the class 3 NS_04 A-MPR table to align with class 2 table?

Comments:

Not treated
Conclusions

Way forward on CA impact to be modified according to discussion and presented in main session.
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