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1 Background

Scheduled power calibration gaps (PCG) were proposed originally in [1], intended for DPD calibration. 
Concerns were raised on the impact of RRC-indicated PCGs on multi-user scheduling. To this end it was shown that claimed MOP/ACLR gains and UE cost aspects with PCGs could be achieved with standard DPD low-complexity methods on the the transmitted signal not requiring scheduled gaps [2]. There were also other contributions in this area from other companies.
Later use of PCGs for other purposes like calibration of IQ image and LO leakage were discussed, e.g. in [3]. However, it was also suggested that both rank-restricted and total gaps could be scheduled by the UE itself autonomously. If this occurs during scheduled transmission burst, the impact may not be worse than PDCCH misdetection. 
According to the latest proposal [4], a UE in connected mode selects an UL slot granted by gNB to do PA calibration at a rate of one slot per 10 seconds. If selected by the UE autonomously, this would correspond to a very low PDCCH mis-detection rate.
It was also proposed that the allowed MPR for FR2 be modified should PCGs not be specified [5]. However, the UL RMCs  used for MOP compliance testing will contain transmission gaps that can be utilized for calibration, and the output power is measured over many slots.
2 Proposal
It is proposed that power calibration gaps are not specified. Gaps for calibration can be scheduled by the UE itself autonomously. 
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