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1.  Introduction
This paper is intended to request clarifications on a testing aspect of FDD-PC2 UEs.
.2.  Issues
[bookmark: _Hlk63412795]Two methods, P-MPR or duty cycle, were mentioned in RAN4#98-e discussion for the compliance with SAR requirements [1]. The methods are common in reducing power when SAR limit is about to be violated. In normal FDD operation, however, drop of Tx power as such is not expected, especially in maximum power or unwanted emission tests where power-up commands are continuously instructed to a UE. An action of this kind could be regarded as a problem.
Note that TDD HP-UEs are different: it is only natural for TDD to pause Tx so the things of this kind would not be visible as far as Tx-Rx ratio is appropriately selected for a given power class.
The questions are, in FDD-PC2: 
[Question to the group]
Assuming that the power down problem is likely to happen in duty cycle solution,
1) in P-MPR scheme where backoff logic is implementation dependent, should we also assume that the problem happens?
2) if such problems are unavoidable, should we assume to create a new set of test suite for FDD-PC2 and solicit a regulator to adopt?
Since FDD-PC2 in the SID considers a global band as a target, the issue could not be limited to a specific country/region, taking into consideration global circulation of UEs. Then, we would like to hear group’s views and to address testing issues/assumptions if necessary, otherwise FDD-PC2 would be stopped because of testing issues.
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