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Introduction
In this email thread, AI 7.22 	Power Class 2 UE for NR inter-band CA and SUL configurations with x (x>2) bands DL and y (y=1, 2) bands UL is discussed. The topics are divided into:
1. Draft TR
2. Work Procedure and Guidelines
Topic #1: Draft TR
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2107276
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	A TR skeleton is proposed for this basket WI.



Open issues
New WID on Power Class 2 UE for NR inter-band CA and SUL configurations with x(x>2) bands DL and y (y=1,2) bands UL was approved at RAN#91-e. Based on the WID, a TR skeleton is proposed, which provides templates for future TPs of newly requested band combinations.
Sub-topic 1-1 TR skeleton
Companies are encouraged to share their views on the TR skeleton including its structure and content.
Companies views’ collection for 1st round
	Company
	Comments

	[bookmark: _Hlk68006450]ZTE
	No need to consider the ∆TIB and ∆RIB values for 2UL CA since it have already been incorporated in 1UL part.
In addition , the title of this WID is”Power class 2 UE for NR inter-band CA and SUL configurations with x (x>2) bands DL and y (y=1, 2) bands UL”, however, the skeleton only includes 3 bands DL, what’s the consideration?

	CHTTL
	Not directly related to this TR skeleton, but seems like some discussion might needed on how to capture in the spec, but this can be discussed later on.

	Huawei
	To ZTE:
Thanks for the careful checking. The editor’s note below the section on the ∆TIB and ∆RIB values says the section will be void if no changes found.
The combo in the skeleton uses three DL bands as an example. It should be the starting point of the TR, but it does not limit the scope of the TR. More explicitly, in Section 1 Scope, a more generic form is given in Table 1-1.
To CHTTL:
Yes, we could discuss it when drafting the CRs.



Summary for 1st round
	One company questioned the structure of the TR skeleton and the example band combo. The rapporteur provided clarification in the reply. It seems the matter is resolved and no revision is needed.



Suggested proposals from Moderator for 2nd round (if applicable)
· Recommended WF
· The TR is agreeable. No further discussion is needed in the 2nd round.

Companies views’ collection for 2nd round (if applicable)
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	

	YYY
	



Summary for 2nd round (if applicable)
	



Topic #2: Work Procedure and Guidelines
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2107268
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 1: It is recommended to complete a band combination in PC3 before proceeding to PC2.
Proposal 2: It is recommended to complete low order band combinations before proceeding to high order ones.
Proposal 3: It is recommended to follow the above procedure for any work under this WI.



Open issues
Based on the best practices in 3GPP, the rapporteur proposes a work procedure and some guidelines for this basket WI. Companies are encouraged to share their views and/or suggest improvements.
Sub-topic 2-1 Work Procedure and Guidelines
Issue 2-1-1: Work Procedure
1. Request new band combinations on the 3GPP NR band and combo email reflector. An example spreadsheet is provided as a companion to this tdoc.
2. Submit TPs to RAN4 meetings for approval. A TR skeleton is provided in [2], which may serve as a template for the TPs.
3. After approval, the rapporteur adds the TPs to the TR and prepare relevant CRs for block approval.
Issue 2-1-2: Guidelines
Proposal 1: It is recommended to complete a band combination in PC3 before proceeding to PC2.
Proposal 2: It is recommended to complete low order band combinations before proceeding to high order ones.
Proposal 3: It is recommended to follow the above procedure for any work under this WI.
Companies views’ collection for 1st round
	Company
	Comments

	ZTE
	Issue 2-1-1:
Why ‘N/A’ for BCS? Does it mean BCS is not applicable for PC2 inter-band NR CA? However, the BCS information is included in the above TR skeleton. Also no CBW information in the EXCEL template. 

Issue 2-1-2: Generally ok with the guidelines.
However, we are wondering if there are not PC3 band combination existed, is it possible to start the PC2 combs work? Since the PC3 comb is the fallback behaviour of PC2 comb, rather than the fallback mode of PC2 combs, where the fallback behaviour depends on the duty cycle SAR scheme. However, duty cycle is optional.
During the SAR discussion, P-MPR is default scheme. If only P-MPR is used for PC2 comb, it seems no need to consider PC3 due to no fallback behaviour.
Also it should be noted P-MPR is supported till Rel-15 while duty cycle is supported till Rel-16.

	CHTTL
	Issue 2-1-1:
Basically, the work procedure is same as other baskets. we need to wait for plenary for the updated WID approval between step 1 and step 2.
Issue 2-1-2:
We think those are criterias and rules to be followed, rather than recommendations.

	Huawei
	Issue 2-1-1:
To ZTE: Yes, BCS table should be included. It was a mistake. A new revision of the Excel template will be provided for review in the 2nd round.
To CHTTL: Agree. RANP approval is needed.
Issue 2-1-2: 
To ZTE: Generally speaking, PC2 is more demanding for UE implementation than PC3. So PC3 combo is normally requested and analysed first. This TR focuses on the additional requirements for PC2 while reusing PC3 study as much as possible. This is the reasoning behind proposal #1.
Furthermore, this WI discusses band-specific issues only. The SAR problem is discussed in another WI.
To CHTTL: Agree. This contribution paper tries to state the RAN4 consensuses explicitly, which have been effectively enforced with the aid of moderators/rapporteurs.

	Apple
	Issue 2-1-2: We agree with CHTTL that these procedures need to be strictly followed.



Summary for 1st round
	According to the comments, the proposed work procedure needs to be revised in order to include the plenary approval step. Besides, the guidelines needs to be strictly followed. It’s recommended to revise the wording accordingly.



Suggested proposals from Moderator for 2nd round (if applicable)
· Recommended WF
· Revise R4-2107268, taking into account the received comments. Continue to discuss in the 2nd round.

Companies views’ collection for 2nd round (if applicable)
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	

	YYY
	



Summary for 2nd round (if applicable)
	



Recommendations for Tdocs
1st round 
New tdocs
	Title
	Source
	Comments

	WF on …
	YYY
	

	LS on …
	ZZZ
	To: RAN_X; Cc: RAN_Y

	
	
	



Existing tdocs
	Tdoc number
	Title
	Source
	Recommendation  
	Comments

	R4-210xxxx
	CR on …
	XXX
	Agreeable, Revised, Merged, Postponed, Not Pursued
	

	R4-2107276
	Draft TR 38.xxx High power UE (power class 2) for NR inter-band CA and SUL with x (x_2) bands DL and y (y=1, 2) bands UL
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	[bookmark: _GoBack]Agreeable
	

	R4-2107268
	Consideration on high order band combinations for NR PC2 inter-band CA and SUL
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Revised
	

	
	
	
	
	



Notes:
1) Please include the summary of recommendations for all tdocs across all sub-topics incl. existing and new tdocs.
2) For the Recommendation column please include one of the following: 
a. CRs/TPs: Agreeable, Revised, Merged, Postponed, Not Pursued
b. Other documents: Agreeable, Revised, Noted
3) For new LS documents, please include information on To/Cc WGs in the comments column
4) Do not include hyper-links in the documents

2nd round 

	Tdoc number
	Title
	Source
	Recommendation  
	Comments

	R4-210xxxx
	CR on …
	XXX
	Agreeable, Revised, Merged, Postponed, Not Pursued
	

	R4-210xxxx
	WF on …
	YYY
	Agreeable, Revised, Noted
	

	R4-210xxxx
	LS on …
	ZZZ
	Agreeable, Revised, Noted
	

	
	
	
	
	



Notes:
1) Please include the summary of recommendations for all tdocs across all sub-topics.
2) For the Recommendation column please include one of the following: 
a. CRs/TPs: Agreeable, Revised, Merged, Postponed, Not Pursued
b. Other documents: Agreeable, Revised, Noted
3) Do not include hyper-links in the documents

