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1	Introduction
Since the 29 dBm HPUE Work Item is scheduled to complete in June, there are some remaining objectives that need to be addressed. In-band emissions and EVM for 29 dBm HPUE are in the scope of the LTE_NR_B41_Bn41_PC29dBm WID. EVM has been discussed but EVM and IBE requirements have not been finalized for 29 dBm HPUE. This contribution is a proposal for how to proceed. 
2	Discussion
The discussion of IBE and EVM will be broken up into intra-band EN-DC, and UL-MIMO and transmit diversity.
2.1 EVM and IBE for Intra-band EN-DC
EVM and IBE requirements are per carrier with allocation only in the carrier being measured. 
Observation 1: EVM and IBE requirements are per carrier with allocation only in the carrier being measured.
[bookmark: _Hlk37236128]Since Power Class 1.5 will use two 26 dBm PAs and the requirements are per carrier with allocations only in the measured carrier, there is no need for new EVM and IBE requirements for Power Class 1.5 intra-band EN-DC.
Proposal 1: Since Power Class 1.5 will use two 26 dBm PAs and the requirements are per carrier with allocations only in the measured carrier, there is no need for new EVM and IBE requirements for Power Class 1.5 intra-band EN-DC.
2.2 EVM and IBE for UL MIMO and Tx Diversity
For UL MIMO and Transmit Diversity, both transmitters are transmitting simultaneously in the same carrier. A recent contribution [1] showed that MPR may be needed for PC1.5 for UL MIMO and Tx Diversity. Since RAN4 has not yet agreed on how much MPR is needed for PC1.5, MPR for EVM should be considered in the MPR 
Proposal 2: RAN4 should consider EVM when developing the MPR requirements. 
As shown in [1], it would be useful to have an EVM budget that includes the impact of RIMD3 on EVM.
Proposal 3: RAN4 should agree on an EVM budget that includes the impact of RIMD3 on EVM. 
For in-band emissions, there currently isn’t a different requirement between Power Class 2 and Power Class 3. However, just as the dual 26 dBm PAs for PC 1.5 may require MPR in order to meet the EVM requirements as shown in [1], MPR may be needed in order to ensure that a PC1.5 can meet the in-band emissions requirements. 
Proposal 4: RAN4 should consider the impact of IBE when developing the MPR requirements.
 

3	Conclusions 
Proposal 1: Since Power Class 1.5 will use two 26 dBm PAs and the requirements are per carrier with allocations only in the measured carrier, there is no need for new EVM and IBE requirements for Power Class 1.5 intra-band EN-DC.
Proposal 2: RAN4 should consider EVM when developing the MPR requirements. 
Proposal 3: RAN4 should agree on an EVM budget that includes the impact of RIMD3 on EVM. 
Proposal 4: RAN4 should consider the impact of IBE when developing the MPR requirements.
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