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1   Introduction
In RAN4 #95e meeting, the requirement for SRS carrier switching was discussed and a WF was approved [1]. In this contribution, we explain our view on the remaining issues.
2   Discussion
There are several issues left open based on the WF agreed in RAN4#94ebis:
(1) Whether to define interruption requirements for synchronized case as asynchronized case for CA
(2) Interruption requirement for FR2
The second item is pending RF discussion and it was decided in RAN#88e to push it out of Rel-16 scope. For the first item, the agreement from WF is:

· Interruption requirements for CA other than case 1, case 2 and case 3 are the same as for async case
· Case 1: CA is co-location deployed

· Case 2: Single TAG CA, or carriers in the same TAG for multiple TAG CA

· Case 3: uplink time difference does not exceed a threshold X

· X = [5] us

All the three cases above may possibly ensure the TA across UL carriers to align. However, even TA across UL carriers are aligned, as long as the TA value itself is large than zero, the timings of DL and UL are still Different. Note that the interruption is from UL (aggressor, SRS switching) to DL (victim, reception), and non-zero TA introduces timing misalignment between UL and DL. Therefore, the aggressor and victim are still asynchronized, additional margin also needed to be taken into consideration in all three cases listed above. With TA in the equation, interruption for synchronized case is the same as asynchronized case, therefore the same requirement from asynchronized case should apply to synchronized case.
Proposal 1: Interruption under synchronized CA is the same as asynchronized CA for SRS switching.
3   Conclusion
Proposal 1: Interruption under synchronized CA is the same as asynchronized CA for SRS switching.
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