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1 Introduction
Progress has been made for FR2 Inter-band DL CA with IBM in last meeting and WF [1] was agreed as below. This paper continues discussing the open items of inter-band DL CA with IBM.
	Issue 2-1:
Option 7: 3.5dB for CA_n258-n260 and [4] dB for spherical coverage and 4dB for peak EIS for CA_n257-n259. For other band pairs, it should be further discussed based on per band pair case by case.
Issue 2-2:
Option 3: The release independence of inter-band FR2 CA based on IBM for the different frequency groups is applied from Rel-16 as far as the number of bands is two and CA configurations already defined in Rel-16, pending further check of RAN1 constraint.
Issue: 5-1-1:
Option 1: IBM inter-CA requirement framework (Peak EIS, EIS spherical coverage) established for n260+n261 shall be applied to any requested CA band pair from the same frequency group (parameter values including PSD differences and relaxations to be discussed separately) with IBM


2 Discussion
For the agreed WF [1], there are still values in the [ ], and pending check items. The “[4] dB” actually is larger than the value (3.5dB) we proposed in last meeting [2], and not quite understand where the additional 0.5dB is coming from. But to make progress, it is also acceptable to define as 4dB and remove [ ] from the agreement.
For the release independent, we see no problem from RAN1 constraint, however, the release independent agreement seems still ambiguous especially about the “CA configurations already defined in Rel-16”. 
If we look at the 38.101-2, the “CA configuration” is a broad concept, for example
· It might means the UE channel bandwidth per operating band for CA in section 5.3A.4 where the CA bandwidth classes are specified for contiguous CA, and  frequency separation classes are specified for non-contiguous intra-band operation. 
· It might also mean the CA configurations in section 5.5A.3 where BCS is specified. 
Observation 1:          The release independent condition for a band combination “CA configurations already defined in Rel-16” is ambiguous in interpretation.
Comparing the two interpretations, the first section seems more accurate to what the agreement would like to express. Because the band combinations for release independent should be the combinations that introduced in Rel-17, then the BCS in section 5.5A.3 will not exist for this band combination in Rel-16. Therefore, the UE channel bandwidth per operation band for CA will be the one that the “CA configurations” represent. To make it more clear and avoid room for interpretation, it is proposed to clarify that the release independent condition is that the “the number of bands is two and UE channel bandwidth per operating band for CA already defined in Rel-16”
Proposal 1:               It is proposed to clarify that the release independent condition for a different frequency group band combination based on IBM is that “the number of bands is two and UE channel bandwidth per operating band for CA already defined in Rel-16”.
3 Conclusion
Observation 1:          The release independent condition for a band combination “CA configurations already defined in Rel-16” is ambiguous in interpretation.
Proposal 1:               It is proposed to clarify that the release independent condition for a different frequency group band combination based on IBM is that “the number of bands is two and UE channel bandwidth per operating band for CA already defined in Rel-16”.
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