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Document for:	Information
Introduction
Briefly introduce background, the scope of this email discussion and provide some guidelines for email discussion if necessary.
List of candidate target of email discussion for 1st round and 2nd round 
· 1st round: TBA
	TDoc
	Title
	Source
	Contact
	Type
	For

	R4-2006497
	Proposed response to RAN2 LS on asymmetric channel bandwidths
	Nokia
	Petri Vasenkari
	other
	Approval

	R4-2006617
	Update 4Rx Requirement for Band n30
	AT&T, Nokia, Ericsson
	Ronald Borsato
	CR
	Agreement

	R4-2006744
	CR to 38.101-2 to correct Link and Meas Angles
	Keysight Technologies UK Ltd
	Thorsten Hertel
	CR
	Agreement

	R4-2006759
	CR to 38.101-1: Introduce an operating band list and NR bands to UL MIMO 
	Verizon UK Ltd
	Zheng Zhao
	CR
	Approval

	R4-2006938
	CR on blocking requirements for n91 n92 n93 and n94
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Meng Zhang
	CR
	Agreement

	R4-2006947
	Endorsed CR on default AMPR signaling for n91 n92 n93 and n94
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Meng Zhang
	CR
	Agreement

	R4-2007334
	Reply LS on asymmetric channel bandwidths
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Ye Liu
	LS out
	 

	R4-2008086
	CR on introduce delta-MPR for inter-band CA in band n28 and review value with brackets
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Ye Liu
	CR
	Agreement

	R4-2008114
	CR for Band 53 NS_45 requirement and OOB blocking
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Pushp Trikha
	CR
	Agreement

	R4-2008118
	UE perspective of Band n77 for US C-band
	Qualcomm Incorporated, Verizon, T-Mobile USA, AT&T, Apple
	Gene Fong
	discussion
	Approval

	R4-2008119
	Addition of UE coexistence between US bands and NR Band n77
	Qualcomm Incorporated, Verizon, T-Mobile USA, AT&T, Apple, Ericsson
	Gene Fong
	CR
	Approval

	R4-2008120
	Addition of mutual UE coexistence between US bands and NR Band n77
	Qualcomm Incorporated, Verizon, T-Mobile USA, AT&T, Apple, Ericsson
	Gene Fong
	CR
	Approval

	R4-2008121
	Addition of UE coexistence between US DC combinations and NR Band n77
	Qualcomm Incorporated, Verizon, T-Mobile USA, AT&T, Apple, Ericsson
	Gene Fong
	CR
	Approval

	R4-2008176
	CR for power class fallback enhancement
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Qian Zhang
	CR
	Approval

	R4-2008267
	Further discussion on linear method for power class fall back optimization
	vivo
	Sanjun Feng
	discussion
	Discussion

	R4-2006482
	Usage of n77 in US C-band REL-15
	Nokia
	Petri Vasenkari
	CR
	Agreement

	R4-2006483
	Usage of n77 in US C-band REL-16
	Nokia
	Petri Vasenkari
	CR
	Agreement

	R4-2006484
	C-band co-existence aspects.
	Nokia
	Petri Vasenkari
	other
	Approval

	R4-2006624
	Band n77 usage in the US
	Apple
	Anatoliy Ioffe
	discussion
	Approval

	R4-2008225
	CR for TS 38.101-1 UE co-existence correction (R16)
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Ye Liu
	CR
	Agreement

	R4-2008227
	CR for 38.101-1 RFC corrections (R16)
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Ye Liu
	CR
	Agreement

	R4-2006242
	CR for TS38.101-3, Aligned IE RF-Parameters name of maxUplinkDutyCycle with RAN2
	CATT
	Yuexia Song
	CR
	Agreement

	R4-2006347
	CR Coexistence cleanup for 38101-1 Rel16
	Apple Inc.
	Anatoliy Ioffe
	CR
	Agreement



· 2nd round: The following documents are discussed on second round. In addition, companies are encouraged to provide further comments on Power Class Fallback enhancements for future purposes.
	TDoc
	Title
	Source
	Contact
	Type
	For

	R4-2006744
	CR to 38.101-2 to correct Link and Meas Angles
	Keysight Technologies UK Ltd
	Thorsten Hertel
	CR
	Agreement

	R4-2008894

	CR to 38.101-1: Introduce an operating band list and NR bands to UL MIMO 
	Verizon UK Ltd
	Zheng Zhao
	CR
	Approval

	R4-2008895
	WF on NR bands to UL MIMO
	Samsung
	
	
	

	R4-2008896
	CR on blocking requirements for n91 n92 n93 and n94
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Meng Zhang
	CR
	Agreement

	R4-2008893
	Reply LS on asymmetric channel bandwidths
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Ye Liu
	LS out
	 

	R4-2008897
	Addition of UE coexistence between US bands and NR Band n77
	Qualcomm Incorporated, Verizon, T-Mobile USA, AT&T, Apple, Ericsson
	Gene Fong
	CR
	Approval

	R4-2008898
	Addition of mutual UE coexistence between US bands and NR Band n77
	Qualcomm Incorporated, Verizon, T-Mobile USA, AT&T, Apple, Ericsson
	Gene Fong
	CR
	Approval

	R4-2008899
	Addition of UE coexistence between US DC combinations and NR Band n77
	Qualcomm Incorporated, Verizon, T-Mobile USA, AT&T, Apple, Ericsson
	Gene Fong
	CR
	Approval



Topic #1: RAN2 LS on asymmetric channel bandwidths
RAN2 sent an LS to RAN4 asking if recently introduced BCS 1 for n66 asymmetric BW’s should be release independent or not.
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2006497
	Nokia
	Proposal 1: Release independent from Rel-15
Observation 1: From RAN4 point of view asymmetric channel bandwidth combination set should be release independent from Release 15 as these are optional from UE perspective.

	R4-2007334
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 1: No release independence from Rel-15
Observation 1: Release independence was not in the scope of the WID (RP-200265)



Open issues summary
Before e-Meeting, moderators shall summarize list of open issues, candidate options and possible WF (if applicable) based on companies’ contributions.
Sub-topic 1-1
Sub-topic description: Reply LS to RAN2
Open issues and candidate options before e-meeting: The group needs to discuss whether BCS1 for n66 asymmetric BW’s is release independent or not from Rel-15 onwards.
Issue 1-1: Release independence of BCS1 for n66 asymmetric BW’s
· Proposals
· Option 1: Apply release independence from Rel-15
· Option 2: Not to apply release independence from Rel-15
· Recommended WF
· TBA
Companies views’ collection for 1st round 
Open issues 
	Company
	Comments

	Verizon
	Option 1! 
We agree with Nokia proposal as it is beneficial to allow release independence from earliest release and define more UE to use the feature based on result of optimization of spectrum. We also agree this feature is optional to UE vendors to choose not to implement it for the release 15.

	Intel
	Subtopic 1-1: We support option 1.
Band and channel bandwidth are normally treated as release independent. We don’t see any problem to be introduced asymmetric CBW in n66 from Rel-15 as optional.

	Nokia
	Sub topic 1-1: Option 1 as in our paper but we have a question to moderator, should the option 2 be not from REL15 now it says REL16


	Huawei
	We do not have strong view on the options, but we think release independent is not the scope of current WID RP-200265. If we agree option 1 we need to update the WID.


 
CRs/TPs comments collection
Major close-to-finalize WIs and Rel-15 maintenance, comments collections can be arranged for TPs and CRs. For Rel-16 on-going WIs, suggest to focus on open issues discussion on 1st round.
	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	XXX
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	

	YYY
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	



Summary for 1st round 
Open issues 
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round, list all the identified open issues and tentative agreements or candidate options and suggestion for 2nd round i.e. WF assignment.
	
	Status summary 

	Sub-topic#1-1
	Tentative agreements: It seems agreeable to companies that BCS1 for n66 asymmetric BW’s can be release independent from Rel-15. 
Candidate options: Revise the LS to say release independence applies from Rel-15, and revise the WID accordingly to include release independence into it.
Recommendations for 2nd round: Revise the LS. Note: WID should be revised as well, even it is not a matter of this meeting



Recommendations on WF/LS assignment 
	
	WF/LS t-doc Title 
	Assigned Company,
WF or LS lead

	#1
	
	





CRs/TPs
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round and provides recommendation on CRs/TPs Status update 
	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	R4-2007334
	To be revised



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)
Revision of the LS (R4-2008893) to be discussed. 
	Company
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	



Summary on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 2nd round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs/WFs/LSs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP/LS/WF number
	T-doc  Status update recommendation  

	R4-2008893
	Agreeable



Topic #2: Update 4Rx Requirement for Band n30
Main technical topic overview. The structure can be done based on sub-agenda basis. 
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2006617
	AT&T, Nokia, Ericsson
	Proposal 1:  Add ΔRIB,4R for Band n30.
Observation 1: The minimum reference sensitivity requirement modification for UE(s) equipped with 4 antenna ports, ΔRIB,4R, is not specified for Band n30.



Open issues summary
Before e-Meeting, moderators shall summarize list of open issues, candidate options and possible WF (if applicable) based on companies’ contributions.
Sub-topic 2-1
Sub-topic description: Adding ΔRIB,4R for Band n30.
Open issues and candidate options before e-meeting:
Issue 2-1: Adding ΔRIB,4R for Band n30.
· Proposals
· Option 1: Approve R4-2006617
· Option 2: TBA
· Recommended WF
· TBA

Companies views’ collection for 1st round 
Open issues 
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	Sub topic 2-1: 
….
Others:


 
CRs/TPs comments collection
Major close to finalize WIs and Rel-15 maintenance, comments collections can be arranged for TPs and CRs. For Rel-16 on-going WIs, suggest to focus on open issues discussion on 1st round.
	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	R4-2006617
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	

	YYY
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	



Summary for 1st round 
Open issues 
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round, list all the identified open issues and tentative agreements or candidate options and suggestion for 2nd round i.e. WF assignment.
	
	Status summary 

	Sub-topic#2-1
	Tentative agreements: The CR is agreeable
Candidate options:
Recommendations for 2nd round:



Suggestion on WF/LS assignment 
	
	WF/LS t-doc Title 
	Assigned Company,
WF or LS lead

	#1
	
	





CRs/TPs
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	R4-2006617
	Agreeable



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)
N/A
Summary on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 2nd round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs/WFs/LSs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP/LS/WF number
	T-doc  Status update recommendation  

	XXX
	Based on 1st round of comments collection, moderator can recommend the next steps such as “agreeable”, “to be revised”



Topic #3: Correcting Link and Meas Angles for FR2
Main technical topic overview. The structure can be done based on sub-agenda basis. 
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2006744
	Keysight Technologies UK Ltd
	Proposal 1:  The Link and Meas angle definitions are defined properly in the Definitions Section (3.1) and corrected/updated in the requirements portions for each test case (if applicable)
Observation 1: Several link and measurement angle in the requirements definitions needed to be corrected and/or clarified



Open issues summary
Before e-Meeting, moderators shall summarize list of open issues, candidate options and possible WF (if applicable) based on companies’ contributions.
Sub-topic 3-1
Sub-topic description: Link and Meas angle definitions
Open issues and candidate options before e-meeting: According to the originator of the CR, several Link and Meas Angle definitions need to be corrected and clarified. The CR accounts recent discussions on this topic.
Issue 3-1: Link and Meas angle definitions
· Proposals
· Option 1: Approve R4-2006744
· Option 2: Revise R4-2006744
· Recommended WF
· TBA

Companies views’ collection for 1st round 
Open issues 
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	Sub topic 3-1: 
….
Others:

	Samsung
	Sub topic 3-1: Support option 1 to approve R4-2006744. Cat F CR has been agreed in RAN4#94.

	Huawei
	Sub topic 3-1: We have some questions for meas link angle as below:
1. For “EIRP(Link=TX beam peak direction, Meas=Link angle)” what is Tx beam peak direction? Whether it will be diffrenciated on beam correspondence tye?
2. For “EIRP(Link=TX beam peak direction, Meas=Link angle)”, does it mean UE do not need search for the peak direction on the peak search grids?
3. If meas angle =link angel, how to deal with DL beam search procedure during the test, whether UE will lost connection if Rx beam is not locked?
4. The test system with separate measurement and link antenna is not allowed?
5. For “EIS(Link=RX beam peak direction, Meas=Link angle):”what is the Rx beam peak direction, whether it should be Rx beam peak search grid?
Others:


 
CRs/TPs comments collection
Major close to finalize WIs and Rel-15 maintenance, comments collections can be arranged for TPs and CRs. For Rel-16 on-going WIs, suggest to focus on open issues discussion on 1st round.
	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	R4-2006744
	Samsung: This CR is agreeable. It makes link angle and measure angle much clear.

	
	Company B

	
	

	YYY
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	



Summary for 1st round 
Open issues 
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round, list all the identified open issues and tentative agreements or candidate options and suggestion for 2nd round i.e. WF assignment.
	
	Status summary 

	Sub-topic#3-1
	Tentative agreements: 
Candidate options:
Recommendations for 2nd round: Keysight should respond to Huawei questions. Hopefully after that the CR can be agreed.



Suggestion on WF/LS assignment 
	
	WF/LS t-doc Title 
	Assigned Company,
WF or LS lead

	#1
	
	





CRs/TPs
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	XXX
	Based on 1st round of comments collection, moderator can recommend the next steps such as “agreeable”, “to be revised”



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)
Keysight should respond to Huawei questions form 1st round. Hopefully after that the CR can be agreed.
	Company
	Comments

	Keysight
	Responses to Huawei:
1.	For “EIRP(Link=TX beam peak direction, Meas=Link angle)” what is Tx beam peak direction? Whether it will be diffrenciated on beam correspondence tye?
KS Response: The TX Beam Peak is defined in 3.1 as “direction where the maximum total component of EIRP is found” and the procedure is defined in 38.521-2 Clause K.1.1 which contains the  differentiation w.r.t. to beam correspondence. 
2.	For “EIRP(Link=TX beam peak direction, Meas=Link angle)”, does it mean UE do not need search for the peak direction on the peak search grids?
KS Response: For the beam peak search, the measurement grids used that are applicable are outlined in Clause M.2 of 38.521-2. The assumption for test cases that reference “EIRP(Link=TX beam peak direction, Meas=Link angle)”  is that the beam peak search was performed previously and that the test case is executed in the TX beam peak direction. 
3.	If meas angle =link angel, how to deal with DL beam search procedure during the test, whether UE will lost connection if Rx beam is not locked?
KS Response: The DL beam peak search procedure is captured in Clause K.1.2 of 38.521-2 and is not utilizing a beam lock (TX or RX). 
4.	The test system with separate measurement and link antenna is not allowed?
KS Response: Separate measurement and link antennas are allowed. This CR does not restrict that.
6. For “EIS(Link=RX beam peak direction, Meas=Link angle):”what is the Rx beam peak direction, whether it should be Rx beam peak search grid?
KS Response: The RX Beam Peak is defined in 3.1 as “direction where the maximum total component of RSRP and thus best total component of EIS is found” and the procedure is defined in 38.521-2 Clause K.1.2 and the measurement grids used that are applicable are outlined in Clause M.2 of 38.521-2. 


	Huawei
	If meas angle always =link angel, when the UE is Tx beam locked to measure on the UL requirement, but it switch to the DL slot, the UE need to start the Rx beam searching procedure because no Rx beam lock, but the link antenna is on the direction at where meas antenna is, then the UE may lose connection. 

	Keysight
	It is not quite clear why HW’s response is mixing and matching TX and RX beam locks and measurements. This CR is clarifying the directions along which the requirements need to be tested against which were not properly defined previously. Those clarifications were agreed for Rel-15 and this is a Cat A CR to harmonize the agreements with Rel-16. We would like to highlight the change in link angle after a beam lock is specified in the following definition:
Link angle: a DL-signal AoA from the view point of the UE, as described in Annex J. If the beam lock function is used to lock the UE beam(s), the link angle can become any arbitrary AoA once the beam lock has been activated.
 Can Huawei confirm that the Cat A CR is agreeable?

	Huawei
	Confirm that the Cat A CR is agreeable after the clarifications.



Summary on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 2nd round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs/WFs/LSs Status update suggestion 
Keysight and Huawei had discussion during the 2nd round, with the outcome that the CR is agreeable.
	CR/TP/LS/WF number
	T-doc  Status update recommendation  

	R4-2006744
	Agreeable



Topic#4: Operating band list and NR bands to UL MIMO
Main technical topic overview. The structure can be done based on sub-agenda basis. 
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2006759
	Verizon UK Ltd
	Proposal 1:  Add list of Operating bands for UL-MIMO, add a UL-MIMO requirements for a set of bands, and to modify the power tolerance to account larger uncertainty of power setting
Observation 1: List of operating bands for UL-MIMO is missing, and requirements needed for many new UL-MIMO bands



Open issues summary
Before e-Meeting, moderators shall summarize list of open issues, candidate options and possible WF (if applicable) based on companies’ contributions.
Sub-topic 4-1
Sub-topic description: New bands for UL-MIMO
Open issues and candidate options before e-meeting: The CR is based on the endorsed WF (R4-2005654) and endorsed draft CR (R4-2005653), with bands n25 and n71. Some editorial changes are done. Companies should review the CR and provide feedback. If there are any other new band requests, they should be provided as soon as possible. 
Moderator note 27th May: The draft revision of CR R4-2006759 is in the #126 folder.
Issue 4-1: Adding new band for UL-MIMO
· Proposals
· Option 1: Approve R4-2006759
· Option 2: Revise R4-2006759
· Recommended WF
· TBA

Companies views’ collection for 1st round 
Open issues 
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	Sub topic 3-1: 
….
Others:

	Samsung
	Sub topic 4-1: 
New bands (n25 and n71) introduced in this CR but not covered in WF R4-2005654 and dCR R4-2005653, any justification or guidance for introducing these new bands? Technically, would like to know the justification for band like n71, which have a very large spatially uncorrelated distance, due to the low frequency. With that, we assume the correlation could be very high and spatial multiplexing is hard to be achieved in a normal UE form factor for this band. At least from last meeting, it is mentioned that very low bands should be avoided to be introduced as UL-MIMO bands. 
Other than this CR to TS38.101-1, would like to know the plan for the following two bullets in WF R4-2005654, which requires revision to TS38.307 and more study on MPR/A-MPR. 
· All of the newly proposed UL MIMO operating bands (n1, n2, n3, n7, n30, 34, n38, n39, n40, n48 and n66, n70) shall be release independent starting from Rel-15. 
Study whether there is any MPR/A-MPR impacts to the newly proposed UL-MIMO operating bands. 

	T-Mobile USA
	Sub topic 4-1:
To Samsung: Sorry we missed getting n2 and n25 included in the Way Forward. We are hoping that the WF doesn’t prevent any other bands from being added for UL-MIMO. Since n2 is in the list adding n25 should be relatively straight forward. 
On the inclusion of n71, we understand UL MIMO would not be feasible in a normal UE form factor, but we do have a business need for UL MIMO for n71 that we could discuss with Samsung offline. 


 
CRs/TPs comments collection
Major close to finalize WIs and Rel-15 maintenance, comments collections can be arranged for TPs and CRs. For Rel-16 on-going WIs, suggest to focus on open issues discussion on 1st round.
	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	R4-2006759
	 Skyworks: CR needs revision: Table 5.2D-1 uses CA denomination in first column, first column should be deleted? I am not sure what is the benefit of that table anyhow compared to table Table 6.2D.1-1.

	
	Samsung: CR need revision, the main content and revision is in font Calibri, rather than Times New Roman. Agree with Skyworks’ comment on 1st table.

	
	Nokia: Table 5.2D-1 has header NR CA Band. Is the intention to list CA bands under UL-MIMO clause?

	R4-2006759
	Verizon: we agree with option 2! The Skyworks comment is reasonable!
If for no more comments, the CR will be revised to remove the first column from Table 5.2D-1   
CHTTL: Thanks Verizon for the CR, we would like to co-source if possible, thanks!

	YYY
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	



Summary for 1st round 
Open issues 
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round, list all the identified open issues and tentative agreements or candidate options and suggestion for 2nd round i.e. WF assignment.
	
	Status summary 

	Sub-topic#4-1
	Tentative agreements: The technical content seems ok for companies. There was a question on addressing the release independence and A-MPR/MPR study that was in the previous WF, which should be addressed somehow.
Candidate options: To make progress, the A-MPR/MPR impacts has to be addressed by a WF. CR should be agreeable given that the WF is approved.
Recommendations for 2nd round: Revise the CR (draft already provided) and address the A-MPR/MPR impacts by a WF.



Suggestion on WF/LS assignment 
	
	WF/LS t-doc Title 
	Assigned Company,
WF or LS lead

	#1
	WF on NR bands to UL MIMO

	
Samsung




CRs/TPs
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	R4-2006759
	To be revised



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)
Topics to be discusses:
4-1 Revision of the CR (R4-2008894) 
4-2 WF on bands to UL MIMO (R4-2008895) 
	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	Samsung
	4-1: We still have difficulty including the low band, n71, in the table although it can be limited to FWA use only. Since the band was not covered in our last WF/dCR, it needs more time to check like other remaining issues such as MPR impacts. Other changes look fine for us. (still in Calibri?)
4-2:


	Huawei
	4-1:
4-2: Disagree the MIMO mode is coherent. The codebook configured for UL MIMO requirements in the spec is non-coherent. 

	T-Mobile USA
	4-1: UL MIMO in n71 is important to T-Mobile for FWA, and we added a note to limit UL MIMO for n71 to FWA. 
4-2: We just noticed that 26 dBm + 26 dBm = PC2 was missing from the use cases. Since there are 26 dBm + 26 dBm PC2 UEs on the market, this is an important use case. Se have uploaded a revision to the inbox. 
https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_ran/WG4_Radio/TSGR4_95_e/Inbox/Drafts/126/draft%20R4-2008895_WF%20on%20NR%20bands%20to%20UL%20MIMO_v3_HW_TMUS.pptx



Summary on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 2nd round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs/WFs/LSs Status update suggestion 
Both discussion topics were addressed during the 2nr round with agreeable outcomes.
	CR/TP/LS/WF number
	T-doc  Status update recommendation  

	R4-2008894
	Agreeable

	R4-2008895
	Agreeable



Topic #5: Requirements for n91, n92, n93, and n94
Main technical topic overview. The structure can be done based on sub-agenda basis. 
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2006938
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 1:  Add n91, n92, n93, and n94 in in-band blocking table
Observation 1: In-band blocking requirements for n91, n92, n93, and n94 are missing

	R4-2006947
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 1:  Adding Default NS-signalling for n91, n92, n93, and n94 based on endorsed Draft CR (R4-2005182)
Observation 1: 



Open issues summary
Before e-Meeting, moderators shall summarize list of open issues, candidate options and possible WF (if applicable) based on companies’ contributions.
Sub-topic 5-1
Sub-topic description: Corrections to requirements for n91, n92, n93, n94
Open issues and candidate options before e-meeting:
Issue 5-1: In-band blocking
· Proposals
· Option 1: Approve R4-2006938
· Option 2: TBA
· Recommended WF
· TBA
Issue 5-2: Default NS-signalling
· Proposals
· Option 1: Approve R4-2006947
· Option 2: TBA
· Recommended WF
· TBA

Companies views’ collection for 1st round 
Open issues 
	Company
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	Sub topic 5-1: DRAFT CR R4-2004397 was endorsed last meeting in RAN4#94Bis-e which added NR bands n91-n94 with an OOB blocking note for shared bands. Can we revise this document to include the note from that endorsed draft CR? 
Sub topic 5-2: 
….
Others:


 
CRs/TPs comments collection
Major close to finalize WIs and Rel-15 maintenance, comments collections can be arranged for TPs and CRs. For Rel-16 on-going WIs, suggest to focus on open issues discussion on 1st round.
	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	R4-2006938
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	

	R4-2006947
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	



Summary for 1st round 
Open issues 
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round, list all the identified open issues and tentative agreements or candidate options and suggestion for 2nd round i.e. WF assignment.
	
	Status summary 

	Sub-topic#5-1-1
	Tentative agreements: The content is agreeable. Qualcomm asked if the endorsed draft CR from previous meeting, which addresses OOB for the bands could be merged into this one.
Candidate options: Revise the CR to add the content of R4-2004397
Recommendations for 2nd round: Revise the CR

	Sub-topic#5-1-2
	Tentative agreements: The content is agreeable. 
Candidate options: 
Recommendations for 2nd round: 



Suggestion on WF/LS assignment 
	
	WF/LS t-doc Title 
	Assigned Company,
WF or LS lead

	#1
	
	





CRs/TPs
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	R4-2006938
	To be revised. This is only at add the content from R4-2004397 into this. The cover page should be modified accordingly

	R4-2006947
	Agreeable



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)
Revision of the CR (R4-2008896) to be discussed. Note that the technical content was OK for everyone in the first round.
	Company
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	



Summary on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 2nd round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs/WFs/LSs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP/LS/WF number
	T-doc  Status update recommendation  

	R4-2008896
	Agreeable



Topic#6: Requirements for n28
Main technical topic overview. The structure can be done based on sub-agenda basis. 
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2008086
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Proposal 1:  
-To remove all of the brackets for band n28.
-To specify 0.5 dB ∆MPR for band n28 30MHz instead of 1dB referring the simulation results in R4-1914501.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK63]-To introduce delta-MPR for inter-band CA in band n28.
Observation 1: 
-The bracket are still in the current spec.
-1 dB ∆MPR is too relax for band n28 30MHz.
-Delta-MPR manner can’t be supported by inter-band CA for n28 30MHz.



Open issues summary
Before e-Meeting, moderators shall summarize list of open issues, candidate options and possible WF (if applicable) based on companies’ contributions.
Sub-topic 6-1
Sub-topic description: Finalizing the requirements for n28
Open issues and candidate options before e-meeting:
Issue 6-1: Remove brackets, specify smaller delta-MPR for n28, and to add delta-MPR for Inter-band CA
· Proposals
· Option 1: Approve R4-2008086
· Option 2: Revise R4-2008086
· Recommended WF
· TBA

Companies views’ collection for 1st round 
Open issues 
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	Sub topic 6-1: 
….
Others:


 
CRs/TPs comments collection
Major close to finalize WIs and Rel-15 maintenance, comments collections can be arranged for TPs and CRs. For Rel-16 on-going WIs, suggest to focus on open issues discussion on 1st round.
	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	R4-2008086
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	

	YYY
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	



Summary for 1st round 
Open issues 
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round, list all the identified open issues and tentative agreements or candidate options and suggestion for 2nd round i.e. WF assignment.
	
	Status summary 

	Sub-topic#6-1
	Tentative agreements: CR is agreeable
Candidate options:
Recommendations for 2nd round:



Suggestion on WF/LS assignment 
	
	WF/LS t-doc Title 
	Assigned Company,
WF or LS lead

	#1
	
	





CRs/TPs
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	R4-2008086
	Agreeable



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)
N/A
Summary on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 2nd round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs/WFs/LSs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP/LS/WF number
	T-doc  Status update recommendation  

	XXX
	Based on 2nd round of comments collection, moderator can recommend the next steps such as “agreeable”, “to be revised”



Topic#7: Band 53 NS_45 requirement and OOB blocking
Main technical topic overview. The structure can be done based on sub-agenda basis. 
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2008114
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Proposal 1:  
Align NS_45 emission requirements with FCC
Modify OOB blocking range 3 level
Observation 1: Align B53 requirements with n53 requirements



Open issues summary
Before e-Meeting, moderators shall summarize list of open issues, candidate options and possible WF (if applicable) based on companies’ contributions.
Sub-topic 7-1
Sub-topic description: 
Open issues and candidate options before e-meeting: According to originator of the CR, NS_45 emission requirements are not aligned with FCC: In addition, OOB Range 3 needs to be modified within certain frequency range
Issue 7-1: Modification of Band 53 NS_45 emission requirements and OOB
· Proposals
· Option 1: Approve R4-2008114
· Option 2: Revise R4-2008114
· Recommended WF
· TBA

Companies views’ collection for 1st round 
Open issues 
	Company
	Comments

	Nokia
	Sub topic 7-1: Option 1.
….
Others:


 
CRs/TPs comments collection
Major close to finalize WIs and Rel-15 maintenance, comments collections can be arranged for TPs and CRs. For Rel-16 on-going WIs, suggest to focus on open issues discussion on 1st round.
	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	R4-2008114
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	

	YYY
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	



Summary for 1st round 
Open issues 
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round, list all the identified open issues and tentative agreements or candidate options and suggestion for 2nd round i.e. WF assignment.
	
	Status summary 

	Sub-topic#7-1
	Tentative agreements: CR is agreeable
Candidate options:
Recommendations for 2nd round:



Suggestion on WF/LS assignment 
	
	WF/LS t-doc Title 
	Assigned Company,
WF or LS lead

	#1
	
	





CRs/TPs
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	R4-2008114
	Agreeable



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)
N/A
Summary on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 2nd round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs/WFs/LSs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP/LS/WF number
	T-doc  Status update recommendation  

	XXX
	Based on 2nd round of comments collection, moderator can recommend the next steps such as “agreeable”, “to be revised”



Topic#8: n77 as US C-band
Main technical topic overview. The structure can be done based on sub-agenda basis. 
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2008118
	Qualcomm Incorporated, Verizon, T-Mobile USA, AT&T, Apple
	Proposal 1:  3GPP SEM for Band n77 is compatiable with the FCC emission mask.  No modification is needed for SEM.
Proposal 2:  No new additional spurious emission requirement for Band n77 is needed to address the protection of FSS earth stations.
Proposal 3:  The previous agreement not to introduce a 3GPP requirement for protection of radio altimeters in 4200 – 4400 MHz is maintained for Band n77 in the US.
Proposal:  It is proposed that no additional spurious or UE coexistence emission requirements are specified between Band 48 (n48), Band 49, and Band n77.
Proposal:  It is proposed to add -50 dBm/MHz UE coexistence requirement to Band n77 for the protection of E-UTRA Bands 2, 4, 10, 12, 13, 14, 17, 24, 25, 27, 29, 30, 53, 66, 70, 71, 85 and CA or DC combinations thereof.
Observation 1: PC3 and PC2 power classes for Band n77 are suitable for US C-band operation.
Observation 3: It is expected that coordination between C-band and TT&C operators will resolve interference problemsm if any, within a distance of 70 km.


	R4-2008119
	Qualcomm Incorporated, Verizon, T-Mobile USA, AT&T, Apple, Ericsson
	Proposal 1:  Updating Rel-16 LTE UE-UE Co-existence table to allow usage of n77 in US.
Observation 1:

	R4-2008120
	Qualcomm Incorporated, Verizon, T-Mobile USA, AT&T, Apple, Ericsson
	Proposal 1:  Updating Rel-16 NR UE-UE Co-existence table to allow usage of n77 in US.
Observation 1:

	R4-2008121
	Qualcomm Incorporated, Verizon, T-Mobile USA, AT&T, Apple, Ericsson
	Proposal 1:  Updating Rel-16 EN-DC UE-UE Co-existence table to allow usage of n77 in US.
Observation 1:

	R4-2006482
	Nokia
	Proposal 1: Updating Rel-15 NR UE-UE Co-existence table to allow usage of n77 in US.
Observation 1:

	R4-2006483
	Nokia
	Proposal 1: Updating Rel-16 NR UE-UE Co-existence table to allow usage of n77 in US.
Observation 1:

	R4-2006484
	Nokia
	Proposal 1:  RAN4 will not define UE to UE co-existence requirement between bands n77 and n48 or n77 and LTE bands 48 and 49
Observation 1: Reason why there are no UE to UE co-existence requirements defined between TDD bands in this frequency range of interest is that the basic assumption is synchronized operation between the bands and therefore it would not be justified to define such a requirement to UE. In our view similar approach can be taken between n77 and n48.


	R4-2006624
	Apple
	Proposal 1: No modification to the general emissions mask in 38.101-1 is needed
Proposal 2: Use the modifications in the above table for specifying co-existence for US bands for n77 in 38.101-1
Proposal 3: Implement a frequency restriction in the above Operating Bands table for the US
Observation 1: A UE using band n77 fulfilling the 3GPP general emissions mask, also fulfills the emissions limits in §27.53 of the FCC rules



Open issues summary
Before e-Meeting, moderators shall summarize list of open issues, candidate options and possible WF (if applicable) based on companies’ contributions.
In previous meeting, a WF on using n77 as C-band in US was approved (R4-2005720). In that it was agreed that n77 can be re-used by 3GPP for the US C-band.
Companies were tasked to further check whether any changes to UE Co-existence table and/or additional spurious emission limits are needed for n77.
Please note that as it was agreed to define requirements in Rel-16, Rel-15 CR R4-2006482 should be noted. 
It is suggested companies use CR’s R4-2008119, R4-8120, and R4-2008121 as baseline for their comments.
Sub-topic 8-1
Sub-topic description: Required additions to Rel-16 specifications to allow usage of n77 in US
Open issues and candidate options before e-meeting:
Issue 8-1: Spurious emissions
· Proposals
· Option 1: Agree that no additional spurious emission requirements are needed for n77, because FCC mask is compliant with the general 3GPP SEM. In addition, no other spurious emission requirements are needed for n77 in US. 
· Option 2: TBA
· Recommended WF
· TBA
Issue 8-2: UE Co-existence
· Proposals
· Option 1: Agree 3 Rel-16 CR’s: R4-2008119, R4-2008120, and R4-2008121
· Option 2: Revise some or all these CR’s: R4-2008119, R4-8120, and R4-2008121
· Recommended WF
· TBA

Companies views’ collection for 1st round 
Open issues 
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	Sub topic 8-1: 
Sub topic 8-2: 
….
Others:

	Skyworks
	8-1: we agree with the observations that NR SEM mask is more stringent than FCC mask. Also protection of FSS is covered. For radio altimeter, it should not be an issue since there is 220MHz guard band which is larger than Japan 100MHz guard band.

	Qualcomm Incorporated
	If for no other reason, the CR’s may be revised to update supporting companies.  Companies that want to co-sign may want to respond to this thread.

	Verizon
	We support and co-sign the CRs! 

	Samsung
	Sub topic 8-1: Support Option 1 as explained in R4-2008118
Sub topic 8-2: Support Option 1
Others: In general, we want to co-sign sharing the views with R4-2008118, R4-2008119, R4-8120, and R4-2008121. 

	Intel
	We support the CRs. Please include Intel as a co-sourcing company.

	Nokia
	Sub topic 8-1: Option 1
Sub topic 8-2: Option 1
Nokia would like to co-sign

	SGS Wireless
	SGS Wireless would like to co-source the CRs

	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	No objection. 
We have a question if there is any motivation to also use n78 in US from perspective of global harmonization since spectrum range from 3700-3800MHz is covered by n78.

	Google
	Sub topic 8-1: Support Option 1
Sub topic 8-2: Support Option 1
We would like to co-sign the CRs.


 
CRs/TPs comments collection
Major close to finalize WIs and Rel-15 maintenance, comments collections can be arranged for TPs and CRs. For Rel-16 on-going WIs, suggest to focus on open issues discussion on 1st round.
	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	R4-2008119
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	

	R4-2008120
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	

	R4-2001821
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	

	R4-2006482
	Huawei: The changes of Introduction of n77 into US should be reflected in Rel-16 CR. 

	
	Company B

	
	

	R4-2006483
	Huawei: why band 50 and 51 should be added as protected bands for n77? 

	
	Company B

	
	



Summary for 1st round 
Open issues 
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round, list all the identified open issues and tentative agreements or candidate options and suggestion for 2nd round i.e. WF assignment.
	
	Status summary 

	Sub-topic#8-1
	Tentative agreements: CR’s R4-2008119, R4-2008120, and R4-2008121 are agreeable. 
There was a question from NTT Docomo on band n78 and whether that could also be used in US, but that was not discussed in previous meeting when the WF was done.
Candidate options: The CR’s have to be revised to add supporting companies
Recommendations for 2nd round: 



Suggestion on WF/LS assignment 
	
	WF/LS t-doc Title 
	Assigned Company,
WF or LS lead

	#1
	
	





CRs/TPs
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	R4-2008119
	To be revised

	R4-2008120
	To be revised

	R4-2008121
	To be revised

	R4-2006482
	To be noted

	R4-2006483
	To be noted



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)
Revisions of the CR’s (R4-2008897, R4-2008898, R4-2008899) to be discussed. Note that the contents were ok for everyone and the revisions were made to add co-signers.
	Company
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	



Summary on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 2nd round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs/WFs/LSs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP/LS/WF number
	T-doc  Status update recommendation  

	R4-2008897
	Agreeable

	R4-2008898
	Agreeable

	R4-2008899
	Agreeable



Topic#9: Power Class fallback optimization
Main technical topic overview. The structure can be done based on sub-agenda basis. 
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2008176
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 1:  Define the linear relation between ΔPPowerClass and uplink duty cycle
Observation 1: Power class fallback enhancement is not supported

	R4-2008267
	vivo
	Proposal 1:  Establish an R17 study item on UE power class fall back optimization. Please see information paper R4-2008268 for the draft SID
Observation 1: Linear method requires UE maximum output power fulfils the strict linear relation with the scheduled uplink duty cycle
Observation2: Strict requirements of linear method is contradictory with the “synchronization timeline” and “ambiguous evaluation period” defined in current specifications. UE may fail exposure requirements by strictly following the linear requirements




Open issues summary
Before e-Meeting, moderators shall summarize list of open issues, candidate options and possible WF (if applicable) based on companies’ contributions.
Power class fallback optimization has been discussed quite a bit recently without agreements. In this meeting, two contributions were submitted. One is proposing to implement the “Linear Method” and the other is proposing to have a Rel-17 Study Item for this topic.   
Sub-topic 9-1
Sub-topic description: Power Class fallback optimization
Open issues and candidate options before e-meeting: Two contributions show quite differing proposals, so a lot of work is needed to find a path towards finalizing this topic. In the first round, it is proposed to discuss on whether the CR on “Linear Method” can be approved in this meeting. 
Issue 9-1: Linear method for Power Class fallback optimization
· Proposals
· Option 1: Agree that Linear Method can be used and approve R4-2008176
· Option 2: Agree that Linear Method can be used but R4-2008176 needs a revision
· Option 3: Agree that Linear Method cannot be used at least until further work beyond this meeting
· Recommended WF
· TBA

Companies views’ collection for 1st round 
Open issues 
	Company
	Comments

	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Sub topic 9-1: Option 3.  The linear approach may be too strict to be set as a requirement.  We suggest an MPR type approach as we proposed about a year ago.


	Intel
	Issue 9-1: Option 3. From implementation perspective, it is reasonable to have a finite precision and reasonable step size. The proposed linear method has infinite precision and infinitely small step size. Considering the tolerances of Tx power and power control, it is more reasonable to use stepwise approach, in our view.

	Huawei
	Sub topic 9-1: 
Option 1. We have discussed for several meetings. The core principle is: if we assume 3dB fallback for 50% maxuplinkdutycycle capability UE when the real duty cycle is 100%. Then UE do not need to fallback 3dB for all cases. We spend much time on HPUE to optimize the UL coverage especially for NR network(operating frequency may be higher than LTE), we don’t want see unnecessary class fallback. 
Others:

	vivo
	Issue 9-1: Option 3. We have identified that the “linear approach” may be problematic can be too strict. An SI could be considered in Rel-17 for this and some other similar features.

	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	Issue 9-1: Option 2
Basic idea is OK but we have different ideas on how to incorporate this feature. Firstly, this is optional feature, and we need a capability for network to distinguish UEs with or without this feature. Otherwise, network cannot adjust UL scheduling for the respective UEs. Secondly, we have discussed that we cannot reuse delta Power class so that we need a new parameter. 



 
CRs/TPs comments collection
Major close to finalize WIs and Rel-15 maintenance, comments collections can be arranged for TPs and CRs. For Rel-16 on-going WIs, suggest to focus on open issues discussion on 1st round.
	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	R4-2008176
	Qualcomm Incorporated.  The formulation of the CR is not clear:10Log(the percentage of uplink symbols transmitted/ maxUplinkDutyCycle)<3dB.  We also think the linear approach is too strict to be set as a requirement.  

	
	vivo: This CR can be too strict for UE.

	
	

	YYY
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	



Summary for 1st round 
Open issues 
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round, list all the identified open issues and tentative agreements or candidate options and suggestion for 2nd round i.e. WF assignment.
	
	Status summary 

	Sub-topic#9-1
	Tentative agreements: No agreements at the moment. Most companies think that option 1 (linear method) is not the way to go while some companies see value in it.
Candidate options: It seems obvious that the CR R4-2008176 cannot be agreed in this meeting. However, companies are welcome to provide more comments for the future 
Recommendations for 2nd round: Note the CR and provide more comments for the future



Suggestion on WF/LS assignment 
	
	WF/LS t-doc Title 
	Assigned Company,
WF or LS lead

	#1
	
	





CRs/TPs
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	R4-2008176
	To be noted



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)
Even no CR’s were agreed in this meeting, companies are encouraged to provide more views on power class fallback optimization to make better progress in future.
	Company
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	



Summary on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 2nd round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs/WFs/LSs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP/LS/WF number
	T-doc  Status update recommendation  

	XXX
	Based on 2nd round of comments collection, moderator can recommend the next steps such as “agreeable”, “to be revised”



 Topic#10: Misc Corrections to 38.101
Main technical topic overview. The structure can be done based on sub-agenda basis. 
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2008225
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 1:  Add Band 52 to the protected band list for n20,n82.
Observation 1: Band 52 is missing to be protected in the co-exsitence table for n20, n82.

	R4-2008227
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 1:  Correct the RFC parameter errors in Table A.3.3.2-2.
Observation 1: Some RFC parameter errors exist in the Rel-16 spec, which are also not aligned with the Rel-15 specification.


	R4-2006347
	Apple Inc
	Proposal 1: The CR focuses on correcting false protections so that a UE will not face technical impossible emission requirements.
Observation 1: Rel-16 features several band protections which are not technical possible due to sometimes TDD bands with overlapping regions are protected or similar issues.



Open issues summary
Before e-Meeting, moderators shall summarize list of open issues, candidate options and possible WF (if applicable) based on companies’ contributions.
Sub-topic 10-1
Sub-topic description: UE Co-existence corrections for Band 52
Open issues and candidate options before e-meeting: 
Issue 10-1: UE Co-existence corrections for Band 52
· Proposals
· Option 1: Approve R4-2008225
· Option 2: Revise R4-2008225
· Recommended WF
· TBA
Sub-topic 10-2
Sub-topic description: RFC corrections
Open issues and candidate options before e-meeting: 
Issue 10-2: RFC corrections
· Proposals
· Option 1: Approve R4-2008227
· Option 2: Revise R4-2008227
· Recommended WF
· TBA
Sub-topic 10-3
Sub-topic description: UE Co-existence corrections for Inter-band UL CA
Open issues and candidate options before e-meeting: The cover sheet must be revised, WI code should be NR_CADC_R16_2BDL_xBUL-Core. In addition, impacted sections should be updated.
Issue 10-2: UE Co-existence corrections for Inter-band UL CA
· Proposals
· Option 1: Revise R4-2006347
· Option 2: 
· Recommended WF
· TBA

Companies views’ collection for 1st round 
Open issues 
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	Sub topic 10-1: 
Sub topic 10-2: 
….
Others:


 
CRs/TPs comments collection
Major close to finalize WIs and Rel-15 maintenance, comments collections can be arranged for TPs and CRs. For Rel-16 on-going WIs, suggest to focus on open issues discussion on 1st round.
	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	R4-2008225
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	

	R4-2008227
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	

	R4-2006347
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	



Summary for 1st round 
Open issues 
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round, list all the identified open issues and tentative agreements or candidate options and suggestion for 2nd round i.e. WF assignment.
	
	Status summary 

	Sub-topic#10-1
	Tentative agreements: CR is agreeable
Candidate options:
Recommendations for 2nd round: 

	Sub-topic#10-2
	Tentative agreements: CR is agreeable
Candidate options:
Recommendations for 2nd round: 

	Sub-topic#10-3
	Tentative agreements: CR is agreeable
Candidate options:
Recommendations for 2nd round: 



Suggestion on WF/LS assignment 
	
	WF/LS t-doc Title 
	Assigned Company,
WF or LS lead

	#1
	
	





CRs/TPs
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	R4-2008225
	Agreeable

	R4-2008227
	Agreeable

	R4-2006347
	Agreeable



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)
N/A
Summary on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 2nd round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs/WFs/LSs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP/LS/WF number
	T-doc  Status update recommendation  

	XXX
	Based on 2nd round of comments collection, moderator can recommend the next steps such as “agreeable”, “to be revised”




Topic#11: Aligned IE RF-Parameters name of maxUplinkDutyCycle with RAN2
Main technical topic overview. The structure can be done based on sub-agenda basis. 
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2006242
	CATT
	Proposal 1:  Replace ‘maxUplinkDutyCycle-PC2-FR1’ with ‘maxUplinkDutyCycle-interBandENDC-TDD-PC2-r16’.

Observation 1: RAN2 agreed CR (R2-2002130) defined a new IE maxUplinkDutyCycle-interBandENDC-TDD-PC2-r16 for inter-band TDD+TDD EN-DC power class 2 UE. RAN4 spec needs to align with RAN2.




Open issues summary
Before e-Meeting, moderators shall summarize list of open issues, candidate options and possible WF (if applicable) based on companies’ contributions.
Sub-topic 11-1
Sub-topic description: 
Open issues and candidate options before e-meeting: The CR is resubmission of endorsed Draft CR R4-2003278
Issue 11-1: Alignment of IE RF-Parameters of MaxUplinkDutyCycle
· Proposals
· Option 1: Approve R4-2006242
· Option 2: 
· Recommended WF
· TBA

Companies views’ collection for 1st round 
Open issues 
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	Sub topic 11-1: 
….
Others:


 
CRs/TPs comments collection
Major close to finalize WIs and Rel-15 maintenance, comments collections can be arranged for TPs and CRs. For Rel-16 on-going WIs, suggest to focus on open issues discussion on 1st round.
	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	R4-2006242
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	

	YYY
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	



Summary for 1st round 
Open issues 
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round, list all the identified open issues and tentative agreements or candidate options and suggestion for 2nd round i.e. WF assignment.
	
	Status summary 

	Sub-topic#11-1
	Tentative agreements: CR is agreeable
Candidate options:
Recommendations for 2nd round:



Suggestion on WF/LS assignment 
	
	WF/LS t-doc Title 
	Assigned Company,
WF or LS lead

	#1
	
	





CRs/TPs
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	R4-2006242
	Agreeable



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)
N/A
Summary on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 2nd round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs/WFs/LSs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP/LS/WF number
	T-doc  Status update recommendation  

	XXX
	Based on 2nd round of comments collection, moderator can recommend the next steps such as “agreeable”, “to be revised”



