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1 Introduction
In the RAN4-94bis-e meeting, three sub-topics were discussed under FDD+TDD EN-DC HPUE, which were the mechanisms when capability parameters are missing, the mechanisms when UL EN-DC scheduling exceeds the capability, and newly introduced subtopic of how to deal with the “blind” scheme in this WI. However, agreements could not be reached due to controversy on whether to include the “blind” scheme or not. And it was concluded that these open issues would be further discussed in this meeting [1] [2]. The centre of discussion in the last meeting is quoted below:· Issues on “blind” scheme (scheme of reducing LTE FDD power)
· Option 1: Not to introduce “blind” scheme.
· Option 2: Introduce a new item in UE signalling to indicate if “Reduce_FDD_power” is supported. 
· Option 3: When capability parameters are absent. 
· Option 4: Introduce the “blind” scheme as the baseline (a minimum total EN-DC power; also applies when duty-cycle capabilities are absent and in “fallback” from the duty-cycle scheme). 

· It is recommended to discuss the following two questions in order to facilitate the discussion in subtopic 1-3:
· - Whether the scheme of “Reduce_FDD_power” is beneficial on top of the scheme based on reporting capability?
· - The impact on supporting the "blind scheme" when the UL EN-DC scheduling exceeds the UE capability on the UE side?


This paper discusses views on the open issues and some considerations on the way to proceed with this WI.

2 Discussion
According the discussions from the last RAN4-94bis-e meeting, the main controversial point which affected the progress of the WI is about the “blind” scheme, with the main argument on whether the “blind” scheme should be introduced within the WI. 
The main motivation for introducing the UE with high Tx power is to extend the coverage of the network. For the EN-DC case, especially during the initial deployment phase, there is a large imbalance in coverage between the LTE and NR, and it is the LTE network that is accountable for the maintaining the user connection. Hence it brings concerns that employing the scheme of reducing LTE FDD power would have negative impact on the LTE coverage resulting in unsatisfactory user experience, especially in the scenario that the user is located on the cell edge.
In addition, it could be found from last meeting that the benefit of introducing “blind” scheme on top of the scheme based on capability reporting is a bit unclear. And concerns were raised by some UE vendors that the “blind” scheme introduce additional complexities by calculation of NR power, and extra design and testing effort for SAR compliance should also be considered. Apart from that, the scheme of permanently reduing LTE FDD power was not favoured during the SI phase, and the duty cycle based capability repoting solution is preferred in the conclusion of the SI, so using the ”blind”  scheme as the baseline lacks of majority support. Considering the fact that the R16 timeline is approaching to the end, it is not appropriate to include the blind scheme which requires further study. Base on the observations above, the following proposal is made:
Proposal 1: Not to include “blind” scheme within this WI, but it could be further studied in the future as potential enhancements for SAR compliance.

As implemented in the NR SA as well as TDD+TDD EN-DC high power UEs, it is recommended to follow their mechanisms to keep the solution clear and consistent. Hence, we propose to use default values when capability parameters are missing, and UE should fall back to PC3 in case UL EN-DC scheduling exceeds UE capability.
Proposal 2: To use default values when capability parameters are missing, and UE should fall back to PC3 in case UL EN-DC scheduling exceeds UE capability to keep consistent with other HPUEs.

3	Conclusions
[bookmark: _GoBack]This document discusses views on the ‘blind” scheme, and proposed solutions for the remaining open issues. The following proposals are made:
Proposal 1: Not to include “blind” scheme within this WI, but it could be further studied in the future as potential enhancements for SAR compliance.
Proposal 2: To use default values when capability parameters are missing, and UE should fall back to PC3 in case UL EN-DC scheduling exceeds UE capability to keep consistent with other HPUEs.
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