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1 Introduction
In WF [1] several open issues are listed as below and needs further discussion.
	· Following issues shall be further discussed in the next meeting:
· Choosing “default value” or “blind scheme” when capability parameters are absent
· Option1: Using default value of maxNRDuty for two cases of LTE and NR power combination
· Option2: Following blind scheme by reduced power (PLTE) and use of the common UL-DL patterns on the TDD CG
· Choosing “PC fallback” or “blind scheme” when the UL EN-DC scheduling exceeds the UE capability
· Option1: UE should fallback to PC3
· Option2: Blind scheme should be followed


This paper further discuss on the above open issues.
2 Discussion
It is well known that any solutions introduced to solving SAR actually are optional solutions, thus UE is possibly not implement it and only rely on its capability to solve SAR.

Observation 1:   Any SAR solutions introduced in spec are optional, UE may not implement it.
For the UE which doesn’t implement these SAR solutions, no duty cycle related report exists. Network shall not restrict UE scheduling in transmit time or power due to SAR. Thus, when capability is absent, the default value “Full_duty_supported” shall be used.

Observation 2:   UE which doesn’t implement these SAR solutions, no duty cycle related report exists. Network shall not restrict UE scheduling in transmit time or power due to SAR.
Proposal 1:        When capability is absent, the default value “Full_duty_supported” shall be used.
As discussed above, the blind scheme also is optional in addition to duty cycle based solution, in other words, UE/BS may only support the duty cycle based solution. In that sense, when scheduled duty cycle exceeds UE capability, UE has no choice but to fall back to PC3. 
Observation 3:   UE/BS may only support the duty cycle based solution, in that case UE has no choice but to fall back to PC3.
However, if UE and BS supports both solutions, then blind scheme could be followed. From this perspective, it seems both options can be kept. It depends on BS how to use them. For example, if BS choose to limit LTE power with Plte, then UE is not allowed to fall back to PC3. If no indication of limiting LTE power received from BS, then UE fall back to PC3.
Observation 4:   If UE and BS support both solution, the blind scheme can be used.
Proposal 2:      Keep both “PC fallback” and “blind scheme” when the UL EN-DC scheduling exceeds the UE capability.
3 Conclusion
Observation 1:   Any SAR solutions introduced in spec are optional, UE may not implement it.
Observation 2:   UE which doesn’t implement these SAR solutions, no duty cycle related report exists. Network shall not restrict UE scheduling in transmit time or power due to SAR.
Proposal 1:        When capability is absent, the default value “Full_duty_supported” shall be used.
Observation 3:   UE/BS may only support the duty cycle based solution, in that case UE has no choice but to fall back to PC3.
Observation 4:   If UE and BS support both solution, the blind scheme can be used.
Proposal 2:     Keep both “PC fallback” and “blind scheme” when the UL EN-DC scheduling exceeds the UE capability.
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