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1. Introduction

As we all know, RAN4 is overloaded with work given the creation of the 5G New Radio specs while simultaneously working on LTE Release 15. A big factor driving the workload is the large and growing number of LTE CA band combinations and EN-DC and NR CA combinations. The RAN chairman has asked delegates to think creatively about ways to limit the workload in RAN4. This paper presents some proposals for how to prioritize and minimize the number of A-MPR test scenarios for Band41/n41 EN-DC combinations.  
2. Discussion
While Band 41 is deployed in several countries, we believe Sprint is the only the only operator that has currently expressed an interest in deploying intra-band EN-DC in Band41/n41. We hope that the following prioritization will be helpful.

The intra-band EN-DC combination of LTE Band 41 and NR band n41 have been in the NR WID since March 2017. Up to now, RAN4 has been focussed on the more general case of non-contiguous intra-band EN-DC for this combination. However, due to the complexity and potentially high A-MPR, we would like to prioritize the requirements for contiguous A-MPR for this combination, while non-contiguous is still important.
Proposal 1: RAN4 should prioritize contiguous intra band DC for Band 41 and n41, while continuing to work the non-contiguous scenarios. 

Normally A-MPR simulations would be run for Power Class 3 for a given CA or EN-DC band combination and MPR and A-MPR tables agreed, followed by PC2 simulations because Power Class 3 is the default PC. However, in this case Sprint is interested only in PC2 and not PC3 for intra-band EN-DC. So, we would like to propose that RAN4 focus on PC2 for B41/n41 intra-band EN-DC combinations including but not limited to DC_41A_n41A and DC_(n)41C. 
If there is not time for the PC3 EN-DC simulations, the PC2 A-MPR could be used for PC3 A-MPR tables. This would be sub-optimal, but acceptable to Sprint. With A-MPR versioning, more optimal PC3 A-MPR can be introduced in the future.  

While this is different than the way specifications for UL CA have progressed in the past, PC2 has matured as a technology for Band 41 and has become critical for Band 41 deployments. We believe that this approach will work effectively and will enable RAN4 delegates to focus their energy on the most meaningful scenarios.

Proposal 2: RAN4 should prioritize PC2 over PC3 for intra-band EN-DC combinations for Band 41/n41. If PC3 is not completed for a given combination in time for Release 15, then A-MPR tables for PC3 will be set to the same values as A-MPR for PC2. 
3. Conclusion
In order to ensure that 3GPP RAN4 delegates time is utilized in the most efficient manner, the following is proposed:
Proposal 1: RAN4 should prioritize contiguous intra band DC for Band 41 and n41. 

Proposal 2: RAN4 should prioritize PC2 over PC3 for intra-band EN-DC combinations for Band 41/n41. If PC3 is not completed for a given combination in time for Release 15, then A-MPR tables for PC3 will be set to the same values as A-MPR for PC2. 
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