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Introduction
Scell dropping has been discussed in RAN4 for some time. A background of introduction summary can be found in [1]. In RAN4#100-e, a WF [2] was approved and a LS [3] was sent to RAN1 to check RAN1’s understanding, in which two tentative solution papers [4][5].
In RAN#93, the UE RF FR1 WID revision was approved in [6] in which new objective was included. In RAN1#106-e-bis, the LS was replied in [7]. 
In RAN4#101-e, the related discussion were documented in [8] and a WF was agreed in [9]. In this contribution, an analysis has been provided and some proposals provided.
Discussion
Although many different views and schemes were raised, there is continued doubt on the need of new signalling schemes. The following observations and proposals in [12] was re-produced here:
Observation 1: The problem in the field was claimed but not clearly discussed, and RAN1 spec was not deemed problematic.
Observation 2: The cell dropping would be in certain scenarios, including exceed total maximum power limitation, and continue power up need in a carrier with higher priority.
Proposal 1: Further discuss the necessity and whether this problem would cause performance degradation in real field.
Observation 3: RAN1/2 impact is very hard to be completely avoided if new solutions are defined.
Observation 4: Some points may be considered such as: EN-DC solution consider as a reference; clearly list dropping situation etc. 
Proposal 2: If new solution would be introduced, minimise RAN1/2 impact may not be the first priority, and some of the points may need to considered such as clearly list dropping situation and consider EN-DC solution as a reference.
Un fortunately, although there are similar views in the discussion, many companies seems still want to continue the work without sufficient justification and attempt in the conformance tests. It should be noted that it is already quite late stage in Rel-17, and here we are still having very basic question that whether this is a field problem and conformance problem.
Observation: Complicated new scheme is not attractive in this late stage, let alone the possible RAN1/2 impact.
Proposal: Considering postpone this work to future release if no consensus can be made.

Conclusion
In this contribution, the following observation and proposal are provided:
Observation: Complicated new scheme is not attractive in this late stage, let alone the possible RAN1/2 impact.
Proposal: Considering postpone this work to future release if no consensus can be made.
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