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1.	Introduction
This contribution discusses how SRS is handled in case of power limitation when dual connectivity is configured.
2	Discussion
In R10/R11, SRS is generally the transmission with the lowest priority. When SRS overlaps with PUSCH or PUCCH and Pcmax would be exceeded (multiple TAG’s only), SRS is dropped. With dual connectivity, the same principles should be maintained for a SRS transmission that overlaps with PUSCH or PUCCH of another CG such that SRS should be dropped also in this case.
Proposal 1: 	The UE shall drop any SRS transmission(s) that overlaps with PUCCH/PUSCH or PRACH transmission(s) if PCMAX would be otherwise exceeded.
In R10/R11, when Pcmax would be exceeded during an SC-FDMA symbol with SRS transmissions only, the powers of SRS transmissions are scaled down by an equal factor. Scaling of SRS is acceptable when the scheduler can determine that the overlap between SRS transmissions has occurred, which is always the case with single connectivity. 
However, in Dual Connectivity a scheduler cannot determine that an overlap between SRS transmissions of different CGs has occurred and this makes scaling of SRS undesirable in this case. Instead, the UE should drop the overlapping SRS transmission(s) of one CG as a consequence of such overlap.
Proposal 2: 	In case multiple SRS transmissions overlap with each other and Pcmax would be exceeded:
· The UE applies R10/11 behaviour if all SRS transmissions are within the same CG;
· The UE drops the SRS transmission(s) of one CG if SRS transmissions are in both CG’s.
In case the UE needs to drop SRS transmission(s) of one CG as per the above, a possible criterion for determining which is dropped is the trigger type (periodic or aperiodic) of the SRS transmission. Given that aperiodic SRS is already prioritized over periodic SRS in R10, it would make sense to maintain the same principle for dual connectivity. In case the trigger type is the same in both CG’s then the SRS of MCG could be prioritized.
Proposal 3: 	When the UE determines that the SRS transmission(s) of one CG shall be dropped, the UE selects the CG for which SRS is dropped as follows:
· In case aperiodic SRS is transmitted in one CG and not in the other CG, the UE drops SRS of the CG where no aperiodic SRS is transmitted;
· Otherwise, the UE drops SRS of the SCG.
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3	Conclusions 
This contribution discusses how SRS is handled in case of power limitation when dual connectivity is configured.
RAN1 should discuss and agree to the following proposals:
Proposal 1: 	The UE shall drop any SRS transmission(s) that overlaps with PUCCH/PUSCH or PRACH transmission(s) if PCMAX would be otherwise exceeded.
Proposal 2: 	In case multiple SRS transmissions overlap with each other and Pcmax would be exceeded:
· The UE applies R10/11 behaviour if all SRS transmissions are within the same CG;
· The UE drops the SRS transmission(s) of one CG if SRS transmissions are in both CG’s.
Proposal 3: 	When the UE determines that the SRS transmission(s) of one CG shall be dropped, the UE selects the CG for which SRS is dropped as follows:
· In case aperiodic SRS is transmitted in one CG and not in the other CG, the UE drops SRS of the CG where no aperiodic SRS is transmitted;
· Otherwise, the UE drops SRS of the SCG.
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