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Introduction
In the last RAN1 meeting, followings were agreed and LS was sent to RAN2 and RAN [1].
Agreements:
· Agree to add following one sentence in LS
· RAN1 will continue discussions about one-to-one relationship between a peak data rate and UE category
· Agree R1-144480 in principle except for UE category indication for Rel-12 categories 11, 12 UEs
· Continue offline discussion about UE category indication for Rel-12 categories 11, 12 UEs until Friday and prepare updated draft LS (R1-144492) – Elean (Huawei) 
As stated in the LS, RAN1 will continue discussion about one-to-one relationship between a peak data rate and UE category. In this contribution, we provide our opinion on the point.
Discussion
From Rel-8 to Rel-11, one-to-one relationship between a peak data rate and UE category has been maintained, i.e. UE category solely defines peak data rate of the UE. Therefore user and market can know the peak data rate of a UE (and also chip set for UE) from its UE category without any other information. UE category is good tool to indicate UE performance without any detail.
On the other hand, in Rel-12, it is under discussion, as captured in LS [1], whether UE category 6 and 7 may indicate two peak data rates, namely 300Mbps defined in Rel-10 and 400Mbps which support of 256QAM is assumed for. This also means the peak data rate of category 6 and 7 is release dependent.

In our view, to break the principle of one-to-one relationship could be confusing for user and market as we have shown our view in former RAN1 meeting [2].In addition, category 6 UE is already released or going to be released in the market and known by users and market as of peak data rate of 300Mbps.

Proposal:
Maintain the principle of one-to-one relationship between a peak data rate and UE category to avoid any confusion, i.e. keep category 6 and 7 unchanged from Rel-10

It will become open how to support 400Mbps class if category 6 and 7 is kept unchanged in Rel-12. We consider it would be a possible way to define new category such as 6A and 7A [2][3] keeping category 6 and 7 unchanged.
On the other hand, as the peak data rate of 400Mbps is very close to that of existing UE category 9 and 10, i.e. 450Mbps, necessity of 400Mbps class would need to be considered from market point of view (including development). In our view, it should be discussed and decided in RAN.

Proposal:
New UE category such as 6A and 7A could be considered for 400Mbps class UE while necessity of 400Mbps class needs to be discussed in RAN taking into account of existing 450Mbps class supported by UE category 9 and 10.

Summary
In summary, we proposed the followings in this contribution:
Proposal: 
Maintain the principle of one-to-one relationship between a peak data rate and UE category to avoid any confusion, i.e. keep category 6 and 7 unchanged from Rel-10
Proposal:
New UE category such as 6A and 7A could be considered for 400Mbps class UE while necessity of 400Mbps class needs to be discussed in RAN taking into account of existing 450Mbps class supported by UE category 9 and 10.
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