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Introduction
Remaining issues for FR2 UL CA are listed in the WF [1], still some issues to be finalized. 
This contribution provides our views on the remaining issues.
Discussion
Relaxation to the min. peak EIRP requirement
1. This category is equivalent to X(Y) in prior discussion, or alternatively delta(TIB_peak) in spec. language. 
2. Relaxation applies relative to min. peak EIRP in tables 6.2.1.x-1. (single-band single-CC min. peak EIRP requirements without MBR)
3. Relaxation from CA MPR is separately applicable.
4. Included mechanisms that contribute to relaxation are listed below:
a. MBR from section 6.2.1
b. FFS if ‘Total power concept’ is included in list of mechanisms that contribute to delta(TIB_peak) value. Discuss in next meeting, including why or why not relaxation due to thermal should be standardized.
5. On array configuration change between single band UL and inter-band ULCA (examples: splitting array by polarization, splitting array into multiple sub-arrays):
a. UEs are not precluded from using this technique. 
b. This technique is not included in list of mechanisms that contribute to delta(TIB_peak) value. 
In last meeting, for total power concept, we proposed for the following definition of Pumax and Ptmax for CA, i.e.
∑ (min EIRPf,c-X/Y-Max(MPRf,c, MPRpa-pa))≤ P UMAX  ≤ EIRP max + 3dB
P TMAX,  ≤ TRP max
Companies disagree with the proposal commented that power should be independent per band. Though that could be the case for inter-band CA, however, we cannot agree that the power is sum of two bands without any limitation. Either we consider total power as defined by formula as above, or we consider delta(TIB_peak). Also we think the TRP power for inter-band CA should not exceed the level for single band for sake of power consumption and thermal issue.
Proposal 1: Total power concept is considered either by the formula proposed above or by delta(TIB_peak). TRP power for inter-band UL CA should not exceed the level for single band.

Power Control
1. FFS. Continue discussion in next meeting if changes are needed. Options:
a. for UL inter-band CA power control in FR2, the existing behavior in 38.213 is assumed: the UE configures a PCMAX in an implementation-specific manner like for the intra-band case and relative power limits are used for controlling the power on the serving cells. PCMAX ≥ PCMAX,f,c for each configured serving cell c with PCMAX,f,c as specified in clause 6.2.4 with parameters MPR and A-MPR as specified per serving cell or modified as needed for the band combination (CA MPR)
b. Wait for resolution of Scell dropping problem in intra-band ULCA case
c. Other
During the discussion, companies have different understanding for the options. The issue is also related to the SCell dropping discussion in UE RF FR1. Before we have clear conclusion for the SCell dropping solution for intra-band UL CA, we don’t think that further discussion is needed. 
Proposal 2: Before conclusion of SCell dropping solution for intra-band CA, no need to have further discussion on power control for FR2 UL inter-band CA case.

Conclusion
This contribution provides our consideration for FR2 inter-band UL based on the WF in last meeting. For the remaining issues, we have the following proposals:
Proposal 1: Total power concept is considered either by the formula proposed above or by delta(TIB_peak). TRP power for inter-band UL CA should not exceed the level for single band.
Proposal 2: Before conclusion of SCell dropping solution for intra-band CA, no need to have further discussion on power control for FR2 UL inter-band CA case.
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