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1. Introduction
Tx switching has been extensively discussed during the recent RAN4 meetings. In the last RAN4 meeting 2 WFs [1][2] was approved for further work in RAN4#94bis meeting.
2. Discussion
2.1 DL interruption
In WF [1], the following consensus was reached for applicability of DL interruption. 
	· For the following duplex mode combinations, no DL reception interruption (carrier 1 + carrier 2):
· SUL+TDD
· TDD+TDD CA with the same UL-DL pattern
· TDD+TDD EN-DC with the same UL-DL pattern
· For other duplex mode combinations, define different capabilities for UEs with and without DL interruption depending on the RAN1 feedback.
· UE capability, if defined, is reported per band pair in each band combination
· UE reports for each band within the pair of bands in each band combination.
· If UE does not report this capability, it means there is no DL interruption.
· For the band pairs listed in slide #7, encourage chipset/UE vendors to check before RAN4 #94bis if DL interruption can be avoided. 
· Send LS to RAN1 and ask RAN1’s feedback on RAN1 spec impact if there is DL reception interruption in some scenarios.



A long list of FDD+TDD band combinations was provided for consideration by operators and it is anticipated more combinations will come in the future. It’s hard to avoid DL interruption for all the band combinations. Then we have to choose one of the following 2 alternatives to move forward in Rel-16.
Proposal 1: one of the following alternatives should be considered
Alt 1: Allow DL interruption for some duplex mode combinations or FDD/TDD combinations. 
· LS needs to be send to RAN2 in this meeting so that signaling support can be finished in Rel-16.
Alt 2: In Rel-16, only enable this feature for the band combinations that can avoid DL interruption. 
· Introduce a band combination table or add a column in the CA/EN-DC table to indicate the support of this feature for each band combination. The WI can be closed if there is at least one combination is included.
· Further consideration on the band combinations with DL interruptions in Rel-17 is not precluded.
[bookmark: _GoBack]If Alt 1 is used, we propose to minimize the length of the DL interruption from system performance point of view. In [2], it is proposed to consider the granularity of the DL interruption based on the following 2 options. Option 1 shall be considered with high priority.
· Option 1: in the unit of OFDM symbols 
· Option 2: in the unit of Slot
Proposal 3: DL interruption should be defined in the unit of OFDM symbols.

2.2 Power class
The following agreement on power class was reached in RAN4 #94e [1].
	Power class
· Capture the following RAN4 #93 agreement on power class clarification in 38.101-1 and 38.101-3
· Power class declaration will NOT be changed between case 1 and case 2. 
· Rel-16 power class signaling will be followed for Tx switching between case 1 and case 2. 
· Further discuss how to capture the above clarification
· 


Regarding this issue, our understanding is that Tx switching between case 1 and case 2 does not introduce any more issue for power class reporting. We don’t need to address anything about power class reporting in the context of this feature in the specification. Power class reporting and the related signalling design should be discussed as a general issue. The power class in case 1 and case 2 for this feature just needs to following the outcome of the general discussion on power class in Rel-16. 
Proposal 3: No clarification on power class is needed for Tx switching between case 1 and case 2.
1. Conclusion
In this contribution, we discuss the open issue for Tx switching between case 1 and case 2.
Proposal 1: One of the following alternatives should be considered
Alt 1: Allow DL interruption for some duplex mode combinations or FDD/TDD combinations. 
· LS needs to be send to RAN2 in this meeting so that signaling support can be finished in Rel-16.
Alt 2: In Rel-16, only enable this feature for the band combinations that can avoid DL interruption. 
· Introduce a band combination table or add a column in the CA/EN-DC table to indicate the support of this feature for each band combination. The WI can be closed if there is at least one combination is included.
· Further consideration on the band combinations with DL interruptions in Rel-17 is not precluded.
Proposal 2: DL interruption should be defined in the unit of OFDM symbols.
Proposal 3: No clarification on power class is needed for Tx switching between case 1 and case 2.
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