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Summary: 
A-MPR:

Agreement : LTE A-MPR set independently without any knowledge of NR allocations or power. NR knows the LTE allocations and power and may use that information together with the NR allocations to determine NR power. 
Key differences between the approaches:
A-MPR contained in the A-MPR sections, or combined with Pcmax sections
1) [bookmark: _Hlk529915080]Sprint/Skyworks proposal calculates A-MPR for NR based on scaling of the NR backoff based on LTE allocaitons and power, then applies NR scaling or dropping as needed. 
2) [bookmark: _GoBack]Ericsson approach use PEN-DC_Total that is a range between Min(PPowerclass, Pemax) and Min(PPowerclass, Pemax) – A-MPR, where A-MPR is the total EN-DC A-MPR required  
3) Qualcomm approach uses equal Power/PSD backoff. If LTE uses less than equal power/PSD, NR uses equal backoff. If LTE uses more than equal power/PSD, NR may be dropped. 
Differences between B41/n41 and B71/n71:
1) B41/n41
a. B41/n41 has A-MPR per CG
b. B41/n41 has up to 100 MHz of NR with as little as 1 RB LTE (up to 27 dB difference in BW)
c. B41/n41 assumes 2 PAs
d. A-MPR calculated based on assumption of equal power
2) B71/n71
a. B71/n71 calculates “total backoff” 
b. B71 has up to 20 MHz total bandwidth
c. B71/n71 assumes 1PA for contiguous
d. A-MPR calculated based on equal PSD


Ericsson to propose modifications to their Pcmax proposal so that the Skyworks proposal is not precluded in the future.
Show of hands on the proposed A-MPR approaches:
Qualcomm proposal: Qualcomm
Ericsson proposal: Ericsson (Rel-15, with hooks for changes for Skyworks proposal, A-MPR versioning)
Skyworks proposal: Skyworks, Sprint, Qorvo, Nokia, Dish, T-Mobile, Interdigital, Bell Canada 
Pcmax:
Agreement: Qualcomm to draft a version of the intra-band Pcmax_en-dc CR based on the inter-band Pcmax CR, with the necessary changes for modified NR A-MPR variables instead of the standalone NR A-MPR that was used for inter-band. Modified A-MPR will be defined in the appropriate section of 38.101-3. 
Agreement: When LTE and NR overlap, If NR A-MPR definition decides that NR can be dropped, NR A-MPR will be set to infinity and LTE lower limited used for Pcmax_en-dc_total.

[bookmark: _Hlk529914805]Agreement: 
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1]Instead of removing NS_04 from Table 6.2B.3.1.0-1 in R4-1815907, change to “NS_01 or NS_04” as follows:
Table 6.2B.3.1.0-1: Allowed power reduction for EN-DC
	DC configuration
	Requirement (sub-clause)
	E-UTRA network signalling value
	NR network signalling value
	A-MPR
(subclause)

	DC_(n)71AA
	6.5B.2.1.2.1
	NS_35
	NS_35
	6.2B.3.1.13

	DC_(n)41AA1
	6.5B.2.1.2.2
	NS_01 or NS_04
	NS_04
	6.2B.3.1.24

	NOTE 1:	Only applies to UEs that support dual UL transmission for this EN-DC combination.
NOTE 2:	The network signalling value for NR is mapped to configured FBI and AdditionalSpecrumEmission values as specified in [4].
NOTE 3:   The A-MPR is applied as MPR if NS_35 is not signalled.
NOTE 4:   The A-MPR is applied as MPR if NS_04 is not signalled.


A revised tdoc number is required for R4-1815907. Revised in R4-186224
Qualcomm: If an operator chooses to operate their network in this manner they are not following 3GPP norms.


Detailed discussion:
A-MPR:
Instead of going over every contribution one by one, we decided to look for things that we could agree on, while comparing and contrasting approaches. 
Skyworks provided a detailed description of their A-MPR approach. Updated data availbe in the Skyworks revision in R4-1816236. Start with equal backoff, Scale NR backoff up or down based on LTE allocaiton and power.
Dish: General or specific to bands? Desiregeneric but can be customized.
Ericsson: Simulations based on equal PSD.
Skyworks: Equal PSD and equal power. Simplified. Table should still apply for other scenarios. 1:2 NR reduction and 1:0.5 NR increase. Covers both IMD 3 and IMD5 and both near and far side IMD. IMD order agnostic. Band agnostic. Measurments for B41/n41 and B71/n71.
Ericsson: Proposal based on constant backoff. Skyworks approach can lead to lower A-MPR. Chengdu proposal failed in some scenarios, but maybe they fixed now. (more conservative LTE/NR trade). How will the network exploit this?
Skyworks: If Ericsson can simulate to see if the rule holds. It would be good if scheduler could coordinate.
Qualcomm: Sems like optimization or improvement. Not sure if we should base specs on an algorithm. Lowest A-MPR, greatest risk. Would like better understanding of the results in the real world. 
Qualcomm feels comfortable with B71/n71 b ut not comfortable with B41/n41.
Skyworks: 8 dB instead of 10 dB antenna isolation included. 4 dB post PA loss.
Nokia: All cases simulated for B71/n71.
Intel: Different operating points
Qualcomm: Agrees with Intel
Qorvo: We use set scenarios – 10dB antenna isolation, 4 dB post PA loss
Qualcomm: APT on each PA
Qorvo: -36 dB ACLR. Whay can’t we use standard assumptions? 
Broadcomm: 3 PA vendors saying the same thing.
Qualcomm: Each design a little different.
Skyworks: using 1:2 or 1:0.5 compensation is more conservative than 1:1 proposed in Chengdu. Difference between ET and APT. Assume enough margin.
Qualcomm: R4-1815860 comparison. Qualcomm most conservative. Lowest risk o failing emissions, Ericsson in between, Skyworks most aggressive, highest risk of failing emissions. Near cell, all approaches the same. Far cell, all approaches the same (drop NR) difference is in between. Qualcomm is biased toward meeting emissions. 
Qualcomm: Using Ericsson total power metric, not comfortable that eissions can be met. Measurement failes +5 dB. Didn’t use B71/n71 A-MPR, but varied LTE and NR power with constant total power, and IMD increased 5 dB. Prefer to give up some NR power to meet emissions.
Ericsson: Proposal as starting point. Ericsson approach more conservative than skyworks. 
Intel: different cases. 
T-Mobile US: Qualcomm said some cases the Ericsson approach fails. Equal PSD. Skyworks proposal allows NR to increase power.
Skyworks: Only tested 3-4 RB configurations. Equal PSD when equal RBs. Flatter flatter IM3 within 0.7 dB. Applying 1 dB backoff. Limited set of RB allocaitons. Looking for simulation data. 
TMUS: Need an Systematic approach to address Gene’s concern. 
Sprint: We should structure the specs to handle the modular approach to TLE aand NR power. Skyworks scaling, Ericsson equal backoff, Qualcomm dropping NR. 
Pcmax can use the same mecahanism as inter-band. 
Qualcomm: Inter-band and Intra-band tightly coupled. Need to demonstrate benefits of complexity.
Sprint: Pcmax section can point to power sharing 
Qorvo: Maybe take a ratio that is conservative, then later adopt a more aggressive ratio.
Dish: Good to have spec structured so adjustments in future. Very complicated. If sec is very conservative, what is the real performance>? Leave room for further improvements. 
Qualcomm: Seems to be motivated to tithter spec, maximize performance. Reduce ability of implementation to make tradeoffs, different complexity/device tier. 
Interdigital: Pcmax can point to the A-MPR section. 
TMUS: Need to have in Release 15. 
Qualcomm: Skyworks needs to be vetted. Ericsson approach fails in some lab test scenarios. Qualcomm is the only approach that will meet emissions requirements. 
Straw poll (captuered in the summary above)
Qualcomm and skyworks have concerns about the Ericsson proposal with constant total backoff.
Qualcomm: Ericsson approach fails 3 of 10 test cases. 
Sprint: Is everyone comfortable that the defined A-MPR will meet emissions? 
Nokia: Conservative
Ericsson: Current definition has several dB of margin. 
TMUS: A-MPR has margin.
Sprint: was a rhetorical question to see how comfortable we are, before we define A-MPR based on the existing A-MPR.
Qualcomm: Existing A-MPR sufficient under conditions that it was developed under. But we can’t assume that future A-MPR definitions will also start with conservative A-MPR.
What if we go with Qualcomm approach for Rel-15? 
Nokia: only one company opposed to the Skyworks approach.
Sprint: Maybe the approach can be bounded.  
Qualcomm: even bounded, the Ericsson approach still fails. Did not look at B71/n71 A-MPR, only that equal power can create large IMD change.
Qualcomm: Skyworks only tested with 1 PA, limited configurations. 
Skyworks: What is needed to move forward?
Qualcomm: 1) Different PAs, waveforms 2) what is the gain for the other approaches?
TMUS: Prefer skyworks. Comparison?
Qualcomm: Compared 3 methods. If LTE exceeds equal PSD, NR A-MPR=∞

Pcmax:
Interdigital: P_en-dc_total same. What about P-MPR with single PA? Has to be per RAT. 
Qualcomm: A-MPR is modified EN-DC NR A-MPR needs to be listed in the definitions. . Per-RAT A-MPR applies w/no overlap. A-MPR = new or standalone. 
Interdigital: A-MPR in 38.101-3 vs. 38.101-1. 
Huawei: Pcmax minus A-MPR. 
Sprint: That is the Ericsson proposal. May not be what is agreed.
Mediatek: overlap vs. not overlapped.
Nokia: Is there agreement on inter-band Pcmax? Ericsson to propose additional test case.
Ericsson: Have P_en-dc_total be a
Qualcomm: can have dropping in two places. Messy.
Sprint: Separate functions: 1) A-MPR to meet emissions. 2) scaling NR to kep total power below limit
Qualcomm: How does A-MPR drop? Infiinte A-MPR.
Interdigital: What about NE-DC?
Release 16.
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[bookmark: _Toc529793318]7.6.4.3.2	Intra band EN-DC configured power [NR_newRAT-Core]
R4-1814603	Intra-band EN-DC - Pcmax
						  CR-  rev  Cat:  () v
					Source: InterDigital, Inc.
Abstract: 
[bookmark: _Hlk529919299]In this contribution we discuss how to specify the EN-DC Pcmax in the context of intra-band. 

Proposal 1: A Rel-15 type 1 UE supports a capability signaling indicating that the UE is not capable of considering all NR transmissions that may overlap with LTE for calculating a common MPR/A-MPR for intra-band EN-DC, e.g. “processing time limited type 1 UE”.

Proposal 2: A Rel-15 type 1 UE signaling “processing time limited type 1 UE” configured for intra-band EN-DC is allowed to use P-PPRNR for NR only when LTE and NR transmissions overlap, limited to a maximum value XNR belonging to a pre-defined set of values.

Proposal 3: A Rel-15 type 1 UE signaling “processing time limited type 1 UE” configured for intra-band EN-DC shall be configured by network with a X_scale value that belongs to a pre-defined set of 4 values.

Proposal 4: The X_scale intra-band EN-DC related pre-defined set of 4 values to be defined by RAN4. 

Proposal 5: Type 1 NR UE that are using P-PMRNR for NR power back-off can drop NR if the required back-off is higher than the signalled maximum value X_scale.

Proposal 6: Send LS to RAN2 to make this set of 4 values for intra-band EN-DC possible.

Discussion: 

Decision: 		The document was not treated.


R4-1814712	Verification of Pcmax for intra-band EN-DC
						  CR-  rev  Cat:  (Rel-15) v
					Source: Ericsson
Abstract: 
Proposed verification of total power and NR power reduction for intra-band EN-DC (dynamic power sharing) 
We propose that for intra-band EN-DC
1. the core requirements (limits) on the total transmission power are specified by using the limits[image: ]and[image: ]
2. the power reduction is verified by measurements on the NR signal itself (in the presence of an LTE signal) using the limit[image: ]and the (actual) Pcmax of the NR CG indicated in the PHR 

Discussion: 

Decision: 		The document was not treated.


R4-1814713	Completion of configured maximum output power for intra-band contiguous EN-DC
					38.101-1	  CR-  rev  Cat: F (Rel-15) v15.3.0
					Source: Ericsson
Abstract: 
CR to complete the specification of Pcmax for intra-band contiguous EN-DC
Discussion: 
Sprint: Wrong toc number in the title

Decision: 		The document was not treated.


R4-1814714	Configured maximum output power for intra-band non-contiguous EN-DC
					38.101-1	  CR-  rev  Cat: F (Rel-15) v15.3.0
					Source: Ericsson
Abstract: 
CR to complete the specification of Pcmax for intra-band non-contiguous EN-DC
Discussion: 
Sprint: Wrong toc number in the title

Decision: 		The document was not treated.


R4-1814883	Draft CR on Pcmax for intra-band EN-DC
					38.101-3	  CR-0024  rev  Cat: B (Rel-15) v15.3.0
					Source: OPPO
Abstract: 

Discussion: 

Decision: 		The document was not treated.


R4-1814974	CR to 38.101-3: Pcmax for intra-band contiguous EN-DC
					38.101-3	  CR-  rev  Cat:  (Rel-15) v15.3.0
					Source: Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
Abstract: 

Discussion: 

Decision: 		The document was not treated. Withdrawn? 


R4-1815275	Discussion PCMAX for intra-band EN-DC 
					38.101-3	  CR-  rev  Cat:  () v
					Source: MediaTek Inc.
Abstract: 
Proposal 1: For intra-band EN-DC the total configured transmission power for both synchronous and non-synchronous operation for UE supporting dynamic power sharing, UE can configure the total transmission power within the range:
P_EN-DC_Total= MIN { PEMAX, EN-DC ,PPowerClass, EN-DC –AMPREN-DC}
-P_EN-DC_Total is the dB value of  , which is used in [38.213] and PEMAX, EN-DC is  p-maxUE-FR1-r15 value signaled by RRC and defined in [36.331]; 
Proposal 2: For intra-band EN-DC, for the UE supporting dynamic power sharing, the AMPREN-DC for serving cell c are specified with those in 38.101-3 subclause 6.2B.2 and subclause 6.2B.3, respectively.

Discussion: 

Decision: 		The document was not treated.


R4-1815892	Draft CR for 38.101-3: Pcmax for intra-band EN-DC 
					38.101-3	  CR-  rev  Cat: F (Rel-15) v15.3.0
					Source: SPRINT Corporation
Abstract: 

Discussion: 

Decision: 		The document was not treated.


R4-1815908	On intra-band EN-DC power control
						  CR-  rev  Cat:  () v
					Source: Huawei, HiSilicon
Abstract: 
Observation 1: Solution 1 have no solution to ensure emission requirement for un-equal PSD case. When the LTE output power is low, the total transmit power can be higher than PEN-DC, total = Ppowerclass,EN-DC - A-MPRtotal. If Pcmax,LTE is larger than PEN-DC, total, LTE side need power scaling which is not aligned with RAN1.
Observation 2: Solution 2 is feasible for both equal PSD case and un-equal PSD case, but the total configured transmitted power is missing.
Proposal 1: RAN4 decides the basic principle for intra-band EN-DC, LTE power is determined independent of NR, LTE use its own MPR to do power control. 
Proposal 2: the total configured transmitted power should be defined by the Pcmax on each CG and Ppowerclass,EN-DC.

Discussion: 

Decision: 		The document was not treated.


R4-1815866	CR to 38.101-3 to introduce B41 intra-band EN-DC MPR for non NS04 cases.
					38.101-3	  CR-0029  rev  Cat: B (Rel-15) v15.3.0
					Source: Skyworks Solutions Inc.
Abstract: 
CR to introduce B41 intra-band EN-DC MPR for non NS04 cases in release 15 as DC_(n)41 and DC_41_n41 are introduced in other regions than the US. Depends on approval of R4-1815769 proposal 4. Revision may be needed.
Discussion: 

Decision: 		The document was withdrawn.

[bookmark: _Toc529793319]7.6.4.3.3	Intra band EN-DC A-MPR [NR_newRAT-Core]
R4-1815934	Draft CR for 38.101-3: MPR for intraband EN-DC in B41/n41
					38.101-3	  CR-  rev  Cat: F (Rel-15) v15.3.0
					Source: SPRINT Corporation
Abstract: 

Discussion: 

Decision: 		The document was revised in R4-1816162.


R4-1816162	Draft CR for 38.101-3: MPR for intraband EN-DC in B41/n41
					38.101-3	  CR-  rev  Cat: F (Rel-15) v15.3.0
					Source: SPRINT Corporation
Abstract: 

Discussion: 

Decision: 		The document was not treated.


R4-1815045	MPR/A-MPR consideration for intra-band DC_(n)41
						  CR-  rev  Cat:  (Rel-16) v
					Source: Huawei, HiSilicon
Abstract: 
Proposal 1: Deprioritize MPR/A-MPR requirements for single PA architecture
The following proposals are specific for dual PA architecture.
Proposal 2: Methodology used to define A-MPR requirement for NS_04 can be adopted for deriving requirement for other regions
Proposal 3: Evaluate firstly whether general MPR requirements can protect Band 40 enough, if not then consider whether to define a new NS signaling for A-MPR.
Proposal 4: Simulation and measurement assumptions should be discussed and decided in RAN4#89 meeting. 

Discussion: 

Decision: 		The document was not treated.


R4-1814716	A-MPR for intra-band EN-DC
						  CR-  rev  Cat:  (Rel-15) v
					Source: Ericsson
Abstract: 
In this contribution we propose a method for application of power back-off for intra-band EN-DC (contiguous and non-contiguous)
Proposal 1: Adopt the method on p.2 for both contiguous and non-contiguous intra-band EN-DC 
a general method, A-MPR values can be modified later if beneficial
Proposal 2: Use back-off of the total signal for Rel-15
consider modification of the A-MPR according to the Skyworks proposal as a ”modification of the NR” behaviour in the next release
can lead to reduced A-MPR for dual (simultaneous) UL
Discussion: 

Decision: 		The document was not treated.


R4-1814973	On DC_(n)71AA new A-MPR approach and intraband contiguous EN-DC Pcmax
						  CR-  rev  Cat:  () v
					Source: Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
Late
Abstract: 

Discussion: 

Decision: 		The document was not treated.


R4-1814975	Correction for Intra-band contiguous EN-DC A-MPR definition
					38.101-3	  CR-  rev  Cat:  (Rel-15) v15.3.0
					Source: Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
Abstract: 

Discussion: 

Decision: 		The document was not treated.


R4-1815769	Band 71 and Band 41 Intra-Band EN_DC Measurements for Back-Off Compensation Scheme and Band 41 MPR
					38.101-3	  CR-  rev  Cat:  (Rel-15) v
					Source: Skyworks Solutions Inc.
Abstract: 
This contribution presents IMD measurements for DC_(n)71, DC_(n)41 and DC_41_n41 to propose a back-off compensation scheme for type 1 UEs. While measuring Band 41 EN_DC cases extra back-off needed to meet -30dBm/MHz limit compared to -25dBm/MHZ NS04 case 
Observation 1: For type 1 UEs
1. The 1:1 power scaling compensation scheme does not guarantee IMD power level control,
2. The 2:1 / 0.5:1 power scaling rule offers good control of IMD 5 emission levels. For IMD3, it bounds the emission levels to less than 1 dB increase above the ideal equal-BO operating point over the range -6 / +4 dB referred to equal-BO operating point.
Observation 2: 
· It can be seen that the worst cases for missing LTE BO needs a 2:1 compensation in most cases. Still some case show good results even with 1:1 compensation
· It can be seen that the worst cases for extra LTE BO needs a 0.5:1 compensation in most cases. Still some case show good results even with 1:1 compensation
· It can be seen that 3dB higher equal back-off improves IMD3 by more than 5dB, meeting -30dBm/MHz

Discussion: 
Observation 3: 
· It can be seen that the worst cases for missing LTE BO needs a 2:1 compensation in most cases. Still some case show good results even with 1:1 compensation
· It can be seen that the worst cases for extra LTE BO needs a 0.5:1 compensation in most cases. Still some case show good results even with 1:1 compensation
· It can be seen that 3dB higher equal back-off improves IMD3 by more than 5dB, meeting -30dBm/MHz
Proposal 1: To account for LTE transmit power set above the equal-BO operating point, NR back-off should be increased by 2dB for every dB of missing LTE back-off

Proposal 2: To account for LTE power set below the equal-BO operating point, NR back-off can decrease by 0.5 dB for every dB of extra LTE back-off

Proposal 3: To account for the fact that the worst case IMD3 power level does not occur exactly at the equal-BO operating point, it is proposed to add an additional 1dB NR back-off over the range equal-BO-6dB to equal-BO+4dB.

Additionally the Band 41 EN_DC extra equal back-off required to meet -30dBm/MHz emissions compared to the NS04 -25dBm/MHz was studied to confirm the below proposal:

Proposal 4: 
· -25dBm/MHz and -13dBm/MHz NS04 AMPR equations can be reused for -25dBm/MHz and -13dBm/MHz MPR for SEM cases and ACLR
· -25dBm/MHz NS04 AMPR equations can be reused for MPR -30dBm/MHz spurious emissions by adding 3dB of equal back-off
· Compensation schemes of proposal 1, 2,3 can be applied

Decision: 		The document was not treated.


R4-1815859	A-MPR for intra-band EN-DC:  Per cell group vs. total power
						  CR-  rev  Cat:  () v
					Source: Qualcomm Incorporated
Abstract: 
Observation:  With restrictions on the PSD difference between the two carriers, it is plausible on paper that total power can be used as a sufficient condition instead of per-CG power.  However, measurements on a real PA indicate that a total power limit may significantly under-estimate the required power backoff for some waveforms.
Proposal:  The actual transmitted PSD difference between the two EN-DC carriers is limited to 6 dB.  Outside of this range, requirements do not apply and UE behaviour is left to implementation.

Discussion: 

Decision: 		The document was not treated.


R4-1815860	Comparison of A-MPR for intra-band EN-DC
						  CR-  rev  Cat:  () v
					Source: Qualcomm Incorporated
Abstract: 
Proposal:  Focus on algorithms in [2] and [4] for further study, especially for the case of dual PA reverse intermodulation.

Discussion: 

Decision: 		The document was not treated.


R4-1815894	Draft CR for 38.101-3 B41/n41 Intra-band EN-DC A-MPR 
					38.101-3	  CR-  rev  Cat: F (Rel-15) v15.3.0
					Source: SPRINT Corporation
Abstract: 

Discussion: 

Decision: 		The document was not treated.


R4-1815901	NS_04 for B41/n41 intra-band EN-DC
						  CR-  rev  Cat:  (Rel-15) v
					Source: SPRINT Corporation
Abstract: 

Discussion: 
Qualcomm: NS_04 should be signalled in both LTE and NR
Sprint: For Release 12 NS_04 is only signalled at the low end of the band. Legacy UEs will not function properly if NS_04 is signalled far from the low edge of the band. 
[bookmark: _Hlk529975660]Qualcomm: If an operator chooses to operate their network in this manner they are not following 3GPP norms
Nokia: What if NS_01 or NS_04 is signalled on LTE? 
Agreement: Instead of removing NS_04 from the table, change to NS_01 or NS_04 as follows:
Table 6.2B.3.1.0-1: Allowed power reduction for EN-DC
	DC configuration
	Requirement (sub-clause)
	E-UTRA network signalling value
	NR network signalling value
	A-MPR
(subclause)

	DC_(n)71AA
	6.5B.2.1.2.1
	NS_35
	NS_35
	6.2B.3.1.13

	DC_(n)41AA1
	6.5B.2.1.2.2
	NS_01 or NS_04
	NS_04
	6.2B.3.1.24

	NOTE 1:	Only applies to UEs that support dual UL transmission for this EN-DC combination.
NOTE 2:	The network signalling value for NR is mapped to configured FBI and AdditionalSpecrumEmission values as specified in [4].
NOTE 3:   The A-MPR is applied as MPR if NS_35 is not signalled.
NOTE 4:   The A-MPR is applied as MPR if NS_04 is not signalled.



Decision: 		The document was not treated.


R4-1815907	Draft CR for 38.101-3 NS_04 applicability for intra-band EN-DC 
					38.101-3	  CR-  rev  Cat: F (Rel-15) v15.3.0
					Source: SPRINT Corporation
Abstract: 

Discussion: 
[bookmark: _Hlk529914412]Revise Table 6.2B.3.1.0-1 as follows in red:
Table 6.2B.3.1.0-1: Allowed power reduction for EN-DC
	DC configuration
	Requirement (sub-clause)
	E-UTRA network signalling value
	NR network signalling value
	A-MPR
(subclause)

	DC_(n)71AA
	6.5B.2.1.2.1
	NS_35
	NS_35
	6.2B.3.1.13

	DC_(n)41AA1
	6.5B.2.1.2.2
	NS_01 or NS_04
	NS_04
	6.2B.3.1.24

	NOTE 1:	Only applies to UEs that support dual UL transmission for this EN-DC combination.
NOTE 2:	The network signalling value for NR is mapped to configured FBI and AdditionalSpecrumEmission values as specified in [4].
NOTE 3:   The A-MPR is applied as MPR if NS_35 is not signalled.
NOTE 4:   The A-MPR is applied as MPR if NS_04 is not signalled.



Decision: 		The document was revised in .
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