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Discussion
This document captures agreements made during the meeting including numerology and channel bandwidth, band definition and alignment with 802.11ad/ay, etc.
Numerology and channel BWs
Please check if R4-2103259 was approved, and if any agreements can be found there. 
Carrier aggregation
Agreements: 
No further discussion this meeting. Per RAN4 previous way forward R4-2017832 CA will be discussed during the WI.
 Companies are encouraged to consider CA and bring information into the WI.
Band alignment with 802.11 ad/ay
Discussion was held on whether channel bandwidths should be aligned with 802.11 ad/ay.
Proposed WF at the end of round2:
	Proponents are welcome to contribute on this topic during the WI.

Timing considerations
Please check if R4-2103260 was approved, and if any agreements can be found there. 
Omitting UL TPC
Proposal : To include the scope of feasibility on UL TPC omission in the newly approved WID on extending current NR operation to 71 GHz
· Rationale from R4-2102609
· Observation 1: UE UL dynamic range is seen decreasing over increasing operation frequency.
· Observation 2: UE at 60 GHz and above frequency ranges may always operate at PCMAX in order to achieve the desired SNR at gNB receiver.
· Observation 3: It would not make much sense to downscale the UL channel BW and lower the SNR target at gNB receiver just for the sake of allowing UE to back off its UL power which may have the benefit of power saving.
· Observation 4: Having UE operating at PCMAX with maximum available channel BW over a short burst time could save more power than using narrower channel BW at a back-off power over a longer burst time as PA efficiency usually peaks at maximum output power
· Way forward options: 
· Option 1: RAN4 no further discussion. This is a RAN1 technical topic.
· Option 2: RAN4 inform plenary WID modification requested.
· Option 3: RAN4 may further discuss this topic.

	Company
	Comments

	QCOM
	Option 1 

	Charter Communications Inc
	Option 1

	Company B
	Option TBD

	Company C
	Option TBD



· In addition to the options in the above table, other emailed their preferences during rounds 2 for Option 3, and in round 1 some companies were in favor of option 2. This may be further discussed.
· WF at the end of round2
· Option 3. 
Addition of phase noise models
Please check if R4-2103261 was approved, and if any agreements can be found there. 




