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1. Introduction
This document is to discuss the questions in FL summary for discussion in RAN1-107_e [1]. 

2. Overview on FGs for Coverage Enhancements
Considering the test cost and the applicability/support of the band (e.g., licensed band and unlicensed band), per band support is more preferred for all features.
Proposal 1: All features are per band.
All features of coverage enhancements are to improve performance rather than the basic features to build a new function. All features should be optional with capability signalling.
Proposal 2: All UE features are optional with capability signalling
Proposal 3: For increased maximum number of repetitions with FG 30-1/30-1a/30-2/30-2a, keep separated FGs for DG, CG Type 2 and CG Type 1 (if supported).
Proposal 4: For TBoMS with FG 30-3, split FGs into 3 FGs: DG, CG Type 2 and CG Type 1 (if supported).
Proposal 5: For DMRS bundling with 30-4 to 30-4d, split FG into two FGs: one for B2B and the other for non-B2B transmissions. 
Proposal 6: For DMRS bundling with 30-4b, split FG into two FGs: one for within-slot B2B and the other for across-slot B2B. 
Proposal 7: For DMRS bundling with 30-4e and 30-4f, keep separated FGs for PUSCH and PUCCH enhancements.
Considering the UE implementation with potential different support of DMRS bundling for FDD and TDD due to the use case of the coverage enhancement and the additional complexity for TDD case w/ more events and non-consecutive slots, it is suggested to have TDD/FDD differentiation for FG 30-4 to 30-4f.
Proposal 8: For DMRS bundling with 30-4 and 30-4f, TDD/FDD differentiation is supported. 
From UE implementation, PUCCH formats 0/2 repetition for URLLC and PUCCH format 1/3/4 for CovEnh are different features targeting the different use cases and device types. Moreover, PUCCH Format 1/3/4 dynamic repetition and PUCCH format 0/2 repetition also have the different prerequisite features. Merging them as one feature will also cause the additional testing cost and implementation complexity for the UE which is targeting to support only one of the features or device types.

Whether to have the separated features is dependent on whether they have the different use cases/scenarios. This is about essential on how to define FGs. At least, FG should be defined according to the use case/scenarios, i.e., whether the device needs to support the different use cases simultaneously. Clearly, CovEnh and URLLC are quite different use cases and scenarios. There is no need for the device to support them simultaneously. Otherwise, it will increase the unnecessary implementation complexity and the testing cost. We should split them considering the use cases/scenarios, unnecessary UE complexity/cost.
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