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Introduction
In the RAN4#98b e-meeting, way forward [1] was agreed which defined which combination types are not allowed for R17, which combination types are not for block approval, and thus must be treated in the newly created specific agenda. In this contribution, we describe the way of working for the "not for block approval" AI and its interaction with the band combination WI rapporteurs.
Discussion
The Way forward [1] stated:
· Which allocation types are not allowed for block approval
· Which allocation types are not allowed in release 17
· How this is handled in a specific agenda item

The main agreements are copied here.

FR1 Band Combinations Not for Block Approval 
· Inter-band DL CA with intra-band contiguous or non-contiguous UL CA which has potential IMD impact to the simultaneous Tx/Rx cross-band DL. No simultaneous Tx/Rx to victim DL band is still applicable to block approval with a clarification note in the TP.
· Develop IMD analysis framework and related MSD specification tables.
· Example: CA_nX-nY(2A) or CA_nX-nY(2A)-nZ with UL CA_nY(2A) 
· Inter-band combinations with three UL CCs in two bands. If more than one CC in one band, the CC should be contiguous. No simultaneous Tx/Rx to victim DL band is still applicable to block approval with a clarification note in the TP.
· Triple-beat analysis should be provided for two and three DL band cases for cross-band MSD in simultaneous TX/RX DL bands.
· Develop IMD and triple-beat analysis framework and related MSD specification tables with three UL CC cases as a priority.
· Example: CA_nX-nYB/C or CA_nX-nYB/C-nZ with UL CA_nX-nYB/C
· Intra-band UL CA with two CCs where A-MPR requirements have not been specified
· Inter-band combinations with three or more bands below 1 GHz with UL in one or two bands
· Example: DC_8-20_n28
· Inter-band combinations with two bands below 1 GHz and UL in two bands not yet specified in E-UTRA
· Example: DC_20_n28 
· Inter-band combinations with three or more bands within 1 – 2.2 GHz with UL in one or two bands not yet specified in E-UTRA.
· Example: CA_1A-3A-11A (already specified in E-UTRA, for illustration only
FR1 Band Combinations Not Allowed in R17
· Intra-band contiguous EN-DC with new bandwidth class, such as classes AC and CB: Need a new feature defined.
· Intra-band contiguous UL CA with three CCs (feature not yet defined)
· UL CA with three or more non-contiguous CCs (feature not yet defined) including
· Inter-band UL CA with UL in three or more bands
· Intra-band non-contiguous UL CA with three or more discrete UL CCs
· Inter-band UL CA consisting of intra-band non-contiguous UL CA
· Whether inter-band combinations with two contiguous UL CCs in each of the two UL bands which has potential IMD impact to the simultaneous Tx/Rx victim DL band is allowed or not will be further discussed.   

Way Forward
· A specific agenda item is created for band combinations not for block approval for the entire length of the meeting. Band combinations with discussion papers or more discussions needed after flagging can be treated in this agenda.
· Discussion paper can be associated with a corresponding TP for TR for approval.
· If new requirements not currently captured in basket WI TRs are needed (such as MSD caused by triple-beat IMD), adding new clauses in the existing basket WI TRs to capture these requirements.
· Already proposed band combinations which are not allowed in R17 should be removed from the R17 band combination request list.    

Beyond the agreements themselves, we think it is important to establish further the way of working within the new agenda item and also clarify the way of working with band combination WI of concern and their rapporteurs. 
First all the combinations not for block approval or not allowed in R17 are only related to:
· Intra-band CA or DC (intra-band UL related MSD or band protection)
· 2 band inter-band CA or DC (intra-band UL CA IMD related MSD, LB-LB cases)
· 3 band inter-band CA or DC (intra-band UL CA triple beat related MSD, LB-LB-LB cases)
· Any case where simultaneous Tx/RX is not supported can still be in block approval
· Band combinations with >3 band are in block approval

Given that the not for block approval agenda is needed because of specific issues, it requires detailed discussion papers, whose  goal is not to delay such combinations. So, provided that the needed requirements are agreed upon in the meeting, these combinations should be eligible to be included in the next revision of the specification or the related TRs.

Ideally the “not for block approval” AI should be allowed to approve draft CRs and/or TP to TR which ideally can be included in the related TRs and big CRs of the related WI by the rapporteur. This should also apply to the flagged draft CRs and TPs that are moved to the “not for block approval” AI.

Proposal on draft CRs and TP to TR: The “not for block approval” is allowed to allocate and approve draft CRs and TP to TRs for inclusion in the related big CRs and TRs by the associated rapporteurs.

Separately we need to manage the current backlog of combination not for block approval or even not allowed at all. To that effect we brought a contribution to this meeting providing MSD evaluation due to IMD to all the combination we know of in the 38.101-1 and -3 specifications or in the different WI combinations requests.

In order to “clean-up” the current situation, we propose to discuss the following way of working with band combination WI rapporteurs, moderators of block approval and the chair as required:
· The “not for block approval” AI will provide the CRs to 38.101-1 and 38.101-3 specification to remove combinations that are not allowed for release 17
· The “not for block approval” AI will provide a list of 38.101-1 and 38.101-3 combinations that can be considered as complete as they do not need a MSD requirement
· The “not for block approval” AI will provide a draft CRs and TP to TRs to cover most of the backlog based on available contributions and identify the completeness status for the related rapporteurs.
· The rapporteur of concern must remove the not allowed in release 17 cases from the WI and the request sheets and provide feedback to the proponents. He/She should also refuse any request of such combinations
· From the request, and in the WI, it should be clarified by the proponent or the rapporteur when a combination is not for block approval
· The rapporteur of concern will include in its big CR or TR the draft CRs and TPs to TR that are approved within the “not for block approval AI
· The moderators for the block approval AIs should identify the contributions that belongs to the not for block approval AI and they should be moved to that AI and corresponding thread in the chairman report. They are also allowed to move other types of contributions if detailed discussion with experts is seen as beneficial.
Conclusions
In this contribution, we take the agreements from [1] a step further to make proposals for the way of working of the “not for block approval” AI.

Proposal on draft CRs and TP to TR: The “not for block approval” is allowed to allocate and approve draft CRs and TP to TRs for inclusion in the related big CRs and TRs by the associated rapporteurs.

In order to “clean-up” the current situation, we propose to discuss the following way of working with band combination WI rapporteurs, moderators of block approval and the chair as required:
· The “not for block approval” AI will provide the CRs to 38.101-1 and 38.101-3 specification to remove combinations that are not allowed for release 17
· The “not for block approval” AI will provide a list of  38.101-1 and 38.101-3 combinations that can be considered as complete as they do not need a MSD requirement
· [bookmark: _GoBack]The “not for block approval” AI will provide a draft CRs and TP to TRs to cover most of the backlog based on available contributions and identify the completeness status for the related rapporteurs.
· The rapporteur of concern must remove the not allowed in release 17 cases from the WI and the request sheets and provide feedback to the proponents. He/She should also refuse any request of such combinations
· From the request, and in the WI, it should be clarified by the proponent or the rapporteur when a combination is not for block approval
· The rapporteur of concern will include in its big CR or TR the draft CRs and TPs to TR that are approved within the “not for block approval AI
· The moderators for the block approval AIs should identify the contributions that belongs to the not for block approval AI and they should be moved to that AI and corresponding thread in the chairman report. They are also allowed to move other types of contributions if detailed discussion with experts is seen as beneficial.
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