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Introduction
Draft CR on SRS IL in [1] was postponed in last RAN4 meeting as there are some uncertain issues to be addressed.
This contribution provides our further consideration on addressing the issues.
Discussion
The wording in brackets is a controversial one. 
	-	3dB [for PCMAX_L,f,c] when UE indicating txDiversity-r16 and SRS-TxSwitch capability 't1r1-t1r2' or 't1r1-t1r2-t1r4' and applied during SRS transmission occasions with usage in SRS-ResourceSet set as ‘antennaSwitching’ with configured SRS resources in the SRS resource set(s) consisting of one SRS port;


We consider to have the PCMAX_L,f,c condition is not to limit the SRS transmission power unintentionally. As agreed, SRS for antenna switching does not consider antenna virtualization for 1TxR. According to previous agreement, TxD is only allowed for certain implementations for PC2 and PC1.5. For example, TxD is indicated for 23+23dBm PC2 UE, in this case, we agree the high limit of Pcmax is reduced as well, but for PC3, as the agreed assumption for TxD is also 23+23, without PCMAX_L,f,c limitation, the output power for SRS is deliberately reduced. We know that SRS is an important signal for channel estimation, larger output power is always preferable. Thus we either not have restriction for the upper bound of Pcmax, or we make it clear that the 3dB power reduction including upper bound for UE indicating TxD is only for some specific power classes based on the RAN4 agreements. 
Observation 1: the 3dB SRS power reduction with impact to PCMAX,H is only valid for some specific power classes. 
Proposal 1: Removing PCMAX_L,f,c condition but with clear description for specific power classes or keep it as a general case not differentiating power classes. 
Either option is ok for us, but the general case without differentiating power classes is more preferable. 
On the other hand, there were also discussion whether to distinguish the cases for certain ULFPTx modes vs TxD for the applicable requirements for SRS IL. The issue is similar to that of ULFPTx fallback discussion in the other topic. As discussed in [2], we think TxD indication is enough for the applicable requirements, no need to consider ULFPTx modes here for SRS as well.
Proposal 2: TxD indication is enough for the relevant SRS IL requirement, no need to consider ULFPTx modes additionally or mix them together in the spec. 

Conclusion
This contribution provides our further consideration for SRS IL based on the draft CR discussed in last RAN4 meeting. 
Observation 1: the 3dB SRS power reduction with impact to PCMAX,H is only valid for some specific power classes. 
Proposal 1: Removing PCMAX_L,f,c condition but with clear description for specific power classes or keep it as a general case not differentiating power classes. 
Proposal 2: TxD indication is enough for the relevant SRS IL requirement, no need to consider ULFPTx modes additionally or mix them together in the spec. 
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