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Introduction
List of candidate target of discussions for this topic. 
· Sub-topic 1-1: NS_47 work for n41 PC1.5 1UL
· Sub-topic 1-2: PC2+PC2 UL inter-band CA combinations
· Sub-topic 1-3: On SUL PC2 Requirements
· CRs/TPs comments collection
Topic #1: HPUE_FR1_TDD_NR_CADC_SUL_R18
Main technical topic overview. The structure can be done based on sub-agenda basis. 
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Proposals / Observations
	Company

	R4-2304579
	Proposal: To complete CA_n3-n41 and CA_n41-n77 HPUE band combinations with n41 PC1.5 1UL, NS_47 A-MPR for PC1.5 should be specified.
	Skyworks Solutions Inc.

	R4-2304665
	Proposal 1: Two options to handle the PC1.5 (PC2+PC2) UL inter-band CA combinations, and option 1 is preferred by us:
· Option1: add the PC2+PC2 combinations into the existing HPUE WI and update the WI contents accordingly including the WI title.
· Option 2: not include the PC2+PC2 combinations in Rel-18 and postpone to Rel-19.
	China Telecom

	R4-2304958
	Draft CR 38.101-1 to add HPUE for 2 3 4 CA of n25 n41 n66 n71 n77
	Nokia, T-Mobile USA

	R4-2304970
	Draft CR 38.101-1 to add HPUE for 3 CA of n2 n5 n48 n66 n77
	Nokia, Verizon

	R4-2305018
	TP for HPUE CA_n3-n28-n77 with 1UL and 2UL for TR 38.899
	Samsung, KDDI, Qualcomm

	R4-2305019
	TP for HPUE CA_n28-n41-n77 with 1UL and 2UL for TR 38.899
	Samsung, KDDI, Qualcomm

	R4-2305020
	TP for HPUE CA_n28-n77 with 1UL and 2UL for TR 38.899
	Samsung, KDDI, Qualcomm

	R4-2305038
	Draft CR for TS 38.101-1: Addition of inter-band PC2 CA Combinations
	KDDI Corporation, Samsung

	R4-2305150
	draft CR to TS 38.101-1 Add maximum output power for HPUE CA_n3-n77 configuration
	ZTE Corporation

	R4-2305743
	Observation 1: PC2 is specified for several SUL bands. For SUL band n80, and n84, the PC2 “single band” requirements appear missing. Some footnotes are also missing for the power class tolerances of SUL n82 and n97.
Observation 2: Currently all SUL configurations in sub-clause 5.5C support only PC3 operation. Modifications to table 5.5C-1 are needed in case PC2 SUL configurations are requested.
Observation 3: UL PC2 has been recently requested for some DL CA combinations configured with 2 pairs of SUL band combinations, e.g., CA_n41A-n83A_n79A-n98A [1]. In some cases, it is not clear if PC2 applies to one of the UL configurations, or to all of them, or if it applies to one of the constituent bands. In case one of the substituent SUL band supports PC2, the impact on 1 UL MSD should be systematically checked.
Proposal: In anticipation PC2 operation is requested for SUL band combinations, RAN4 may consider porting the NR-CA approach to SUL clauses 5.5C, 6.2C and 7.3C, i.e.
· In clause 5.5c, a footnote may be used in Table 5.5C-1 to clarify if PC2 is allowed for a given SUL band configuration.
· In clause 6.2C, a new table capturing the power class per SUL band combination may be introduced. In case PC2 is supported, footnotes may be used to clarify the power class of each constituent band.
· In clause 7.3C: 
· the legacy MSD tables for cross-band isolation and harmonic interference should be renamed to clarify the test points apply only to PC3 operation.
· a new set of MSD tables may be required to capture cross-band isolation and harmonic interference MSD for PC2 operation.
	Skyworks Solutions Inc.

	R4-2305829
	Observation 1: The latest WID for HPUE_FR1_TDD_NR_CADC_SUL_R18 includes many combinations with PC1.5 inter-band UL CA. 
Observation 2: For PC1.5 inter-band uplink CA with PC2 single Tx on each band, the PC2 MPR and A-MPR applies for each band. 
Observation 3: For most PC1.5 inter-band uplink CA combinations with PC2 single Tx on each band, 29 +2/-3 dBm should be appropriate. 
Observation 4: For harmonics and harmonic mixing and cross-band isolation, since the transmit power on each band would be limited to PC2 for PC1.5 inter-band UL CA with 2 Tx, the PC2 MSD would apply.
Observation 5: For intermodulation MSD, the PC1.5 inter-band UL CA MSD in most cases can be scaled from the PC2 MSD, like how the PC2 MSD has been scaled from the PC3 MSD.
Proposal 1: Modify the HPUE_FR1_TDD_NR_CADC_SUL_R18 WID to include PC1.5 inter-band uplink CA.
	T-Mobile USA

	R4-2305830
	Draft CR for 38.101-1: PC1.5 UL CA_n41A-n77A
	T-Mobile USA



Open issues summary
Before Meeting, moderators shall summarize list of open issues, candidate options and possible WF (if applicable) based on companies’ contributions.
Sub-topic 1-1: NS_47 work for n41 PC1.5 1UL 
Sub-topic description: In RAN#99, the updated WI for HPUE basket declared CA_n3A-n41A with PC1.5 n41 1UL as complete and a new band combination was added to the basket: CA_n41A-n77A	with n41 or n77 PC1.5 1UL.
Open issues and candidate options before meeting:
Issue 1-1-1: NS_47 work for n41 PC1.5 1UL, R4-2304579
· Proposals
· Option1: specify NS_47 A-MPR for PC1.5 n41 1UL to complete CA_n3-n41 and CA_n41-n77 HPUE band combinations.
· Option 2: TBA.
· Recommended WF
· Option1

	Company
	Comments on Issue 1-1-1: NS_47 work for n41 PC1.5 1UL, R4-2304579

	Samsung
	Support Skyworks’s proposal
But where to discuss and define the applicable NS_47 A-MPR for PC1.5? In last two RAN4 meetings, it was discussed in Maintenance WI based on SB and Apple’s discussion papers. So we suggest to still discuss and define it in Maintenance WI. 
In addition, we would like to discuss whether it could be applicable to early releases such as Rel-16, since for example if PC1.5 A-MPR is introduced since release-18, then a PC1.5 capable UE which is designed based on Rel-16 or 17 may fail to comply the regulation due to the limited A-MPR(PC2’s A-MPR).


	Huawei
	As Skyworks have pointed out, the PC1.5 band combinations were requested by an operator in Japan. Hence option 1 is reasonable.  Meanwhile, Samsung has raised some interesting questions, which deserve further discussions.
Regarding which WI, we’re open and suggest to check the rapporteur’s preference or seek guidance from the chairman.
Regarding the impact to early releases, our initial thinking is that a UE has to meet the regulation signalled by NS_47 in the field, regardless of the power classes. Nevertheless, before the completion of PC1.5 for NS_47, there’s no corresponding conformance test case to check the UE’s back-off. Only after the specification of PC1.5 for NS_47, the test case may be developed and a UE should meet the new A-MPR requirement.

	KDDI
	Support Skyworks’s proposal, but also regarding NS_47 we think RAN4 need to solve remaining issues raise by Samsung and Huawei with another Japanese operator carefully.

	China Telecom
	We prefer to discuss it in Maintenance WI, given that current work item is a basket WI.

	Skyworks
	We are fine to discuss this input in any AI/WI but this may need a least a WF where we identify the work including the questions raised by Samsung. We have data already but had not time to analyse in detail, hope to bring relevant input in May

	Qualcomm
	We agree the A-MPR is needed. Our preference would be to introduce the A-MPR in Rel-18 while allowing early implementation for earlier release UEs. Rel-16/17 PC1.5 UE should not be mandated to support NS_47 with PC1.5.

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	



[bookmark: _Hlk132223985]Sub-topic 1-2: PC2+PC2 UL inter-band CA combinations
Sub-topic description: During RAN#99 new WIDs on PC1.5 inter-band CA and ENDC with 2 bands uplink are not approved. This sub-topic will discuss how to handle the PC2+PC2 UL inter-band CA combinations given that the band combination list excel of the approved revised WID for HPUE basket WI has included some PC1.5 combinations with 2 bands uplink, including FDD+TDD bands and TDD+TDD bands,
Open issues and candidate options before meeting:
Issue 1-2-1: Handle the PC1.5 (PC2+PC2) UL inter-band CA combinations, R4-2304665, R4-2305829
· Proposals
· Option1: add the PC2+PC2 combinations into the existing HPUE WI and update the WI contents accordingly including the WI title.
· Option 2: not include the PC2+PC2 combinations in Rel-18 and postpone to Rel-19.
· Recommended WF
· TBA

	Company
	Comments on Issue 1-2-1: Handle the PC1.5 (PC2+PC2) UL inter-band CA combinations,

	Samsung
	Option 2, I reproduce RAN-P conclusion captured in Meeting report below for reference.
[image: ]

	ZTE
	Option 1. We understand operator’s demand. From technical perspective, we think it is feasible to add PC1.5 (PC2+PC2) UL inter-band CA combinations into the existing basket WID in Rel-18 without additional TU added.
One question for the RAN-P conclusion provided by Samsung, was it approved? (not highlighted in Green?)

	Samsung
	Hi Wubin, the yellow is actually marked by me, not Wanshi Chair. Sorry for the confusion.

	T-Mobile USA
	To Samsung: The note above from the meeting report says (with my highlight “conclusion: proposal 1 is agreed, no dedicated work for PC1.5 for inter-band UL CA with 2Tx in REL-18” 
But the report also says: “RAN chair: no dedicated new WI” and “RAN chair: could be discussed in the existing WI but we will not introduce a new WI”
So, RAN did not rule out work on inter-band UL CA for PC1.5, only a dedicated Work Item. 
During the RAN Plenary meeting I e-mailed Xizeng and told him I was concerned about the lack of progress on inter-band UL CA because it does not require generic requirement and can be worked in the existing basket WI. He advised me to work with vendors to see if there would be objections. I discussed this with several vendors, but I apologize for not contacting Samsung prior to this meeting. 
We understand that PC1.5 UL intra-band CA would require new generic requirements like MPR, but there is no need for generic requirements needed for PC1.5 UL inter-band CA, so we don’t see any technical reason to exclude PC1.5 inter band uplink CA. 
We hope that companies can agree that since there are no generic requirements for PC1.5 inter-band UL CA, we should be able to handle such combinations in the existing HPUE basket WI. 

	Huawei
	RAN4 should follow RAN’s decision. Anyway, changes to a WID should be approved by RAN first before the work can be started in RAN4.

	T-Mobile USA
	The latest WI in RP-230309 already includes 14 combinations from Verizon with UL inter-band CA with PC1.5 So, RAN has already approved working on PC1.5 inter-band UL CA in this Work Item. We would have added CA_n41A-n77A to the existing HPUE basket WI if we knew that RP-230363, “New WI on PC2 and PC1.5 HPUE for UL inter-band CA” would be “not pursued” in RAN Plenary. 

	Huawei
	Regarding the latest plenary decision, our understanding is that no PC1.5 inter-band UL CA work will be carried out in Rel-18. And this kind of band combinations are not listed in the WID objective section. We don’t think any of such BCs has been approved.

	KDDI
	Option 2. We agree with comments from Huawei and Samsung. Actually, we also recognize there are clear demands from some companies including us, but also based on the conclusion of last RAN Plenary, RAN4 should follow the conclusion. Anyway, changes to a WID should be generally approved by RAN first before dedicated work can be started in RAN4.

	China Telecom
	We are fine with both options. Nevertheless, option1 is preferred.

	Skyworks
	Our understanding of the RAN decision is that if PC1.5 interband is not ruled out and if some combinations have been added in a basket, a basket is not appropriate vehicle to develop general requirements. Thus only PC1.5 UL configurations cases that have already all their general requirements in specification are subject to work in the basket. So PC2+PC2 or PC3+ single CC PC1.5 may be OK but PC1.5 intra-band contiguous UL CA is not as MPR is not specified. This issue exists whether this is and intra-band CA or inter-band CA with such UL configuration. Note that this still requires modification of inter-band PCmax equations that do not fit within a basket.

	Apple
	We felt the sympathy that PC1.5 inter-band UL CA with 2Tx, in particular for (PC2 TDD band + PC2 TDD band) could not be introduced in Rel-18 as to us it is a rather low hanging fruit. Despite some general requirement is needed, the specifications works are quite limited as we alluded in RP-223361. In last plenary meeting (RAN #99), we proposed to include PC1.5 inter-band UL CA with PC2 TDD + PC2 TDD in the current Rel-18 WI for inter-band UL CA/DC with 3Tx (RP-230409). Unfortunately, the proposal was not agreed. In our view, the 3Tx WID is the most suitable location to introduce this feature as there the objective includes PC1.5 inter-band UL CA/DC, though currently with 3Tx only, the PC1.5 general requirement for inter-band UL combination needs to be introduced anyway if we retain the PC1.5 objective in the WID. 

	
	

	
	


Sub-topic 1-3: On SUL PC2 Requirements
Sub-topic description: PC2 requirements and some footnotes for some SUL bands is missing. Modifications to table 5.5C-1 may be needed in case PC2 SUL configurations are requested. It also needs to be clarified how to apply PC2 to UL configurations.
Open issues and candidate options before meeting:
Issue 1-3-1: Some SUL PC2 Requirements may need specified, R4-2305743
· Proposals
· In clause 5.5c, a footnote may be used in Table 5.5C-1 to clarify if PC2 is allowed for a given SUL band configuration.
· In clause 6.2C, a new table capturing the power class per SUL band combination may be introduced. In case PC2 is supported, footnotes may be used to clarify the power class of each constituent band.
· In clause 7.3C: 
· the legacy MSD tables for cross-band isolation and harmonic interference should be renamed to clarify the test points apply only to PC3 operation;
· a new set of MSD tables may be required to capture cross-band isolation and harmonic interference MSD for PC2 operation.
· Recommended WF
· The proposals need to be considered by proponents when drafting TPs or draftCRs for the related SUL PC2 combinations,
	Company
	Comments on Issue 1-3-1: Some SUL PC2 Requirements may need specified

	ZTE
	The missing HPUE single band should be request first in separated WID, which cannot be add the footnote directly.

	Huawei
	Thanks Skyworks for the constructive proposals. The suggested solution seems plausible. Meanwhile, we’d like to have more time to consider the impact by the proposed changes before making agreements.
Regarding the missing single SUL band requirements for n84 and n80, PC2 has been supported for UL-MIMO as well as for the corresponding NUL (i.e. n1 and n3, respectively). No extra work is needed except modifying the max power table. It seems feasible to do it in maintenance AI.
Regarding ZTE’s comments, the latest WID has allowed PC2 on SUL bands. So, the potential changes can be done in this WID. There’s no need for a separate WID. Alternatively, could you clarify which WID to be used? 
[image: ]


	China Telecom
	The request bands for PC2 are n41, n78, n79, n95 and n98, for which the single band PC2 requirements has been defined.
Regarding the SUL power class configuration, we understand:
1) For CA_n41-n95_n79-n98, PC2 is applicable to all the configurations.
2) For CA_n41-n83_n79-n98, PC2 is requested for n98. It means the power class for SUL_n79-n98 supports PC2.
3) For all the requested SUL combinations, there is only single transmission on one band at a time, namely no simultaneous transmission on different bands. 
So, we agree that a footnote may be needed for the SUL configuration in case PC2 is allowed. Nevertheless, no need for a new power class table and power requirements for single band could be used.

	Skyworks
	Thank you for the clarifications and comments. It sounds like a WF in round 2 would help clarify how to treat the missing RF requirements due to PC2 SUL.

	Qualcomm
	Thank you Skyworks for good proposals to progress to work in orderly manner. In addition, the point 3) from China Telecom is very good and we suggest to capture it clearly also in the specification. 

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	



CRs/TPs comments collection
For close-to-finalize WIs and maintenance work, comments collections can be arranged for TPs and CRs. For ongoing WIs, suggest focusing on open issues discussion on 1st round.
	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	XXX
	Company A: comments….



	R4-2304958
	T-Mobile USA: HPUE changes for DL CA_n41A-n66(2A)-n77(2A) are listed on the coversheet but missing from the tables. Also, HPUE changes for CA_n41A-n66A-n77(2A) were included but are already in 38.101-1 18.1.0.
Nokia: Thank you for spotting this mistake, please find a revision uploaded to the “Rnd1” folder. 

	R4-2304970
	PC2 2UL is added to CA_n2A-n48A-n77A but no clarification if IMD issues in third band have been checked. Same for CA_n5A-n48A-n77A, CA_n48A-n66A-n77A, 

	R4-2305018
	Huawei: Please clarify some difference between the PC3 and PC2 MSD requirements: a) MSD for n77 is defined for PC3 but not for PC2; b) No Note 2 for band n3 for PC3 but proposed for PC2 MSD.
Samsung: Thanks Jin for your comment and careful checking. a) Since we do not introduce CA_n3-n28 as UL with PC2 in our TP. b) I think PC3’ one miss the note
Huawei: Thanks for the clarification. We’re fine with the TP.

	R4-2305019
	

	R4-2305020
	Huawei: For the harmonic mixing issue, it seems that the MSD for PC3 n77 is missing from TS38.101-1.
Samsung: During the preparation of band combination drafts, actually we identified several items missing either for EN-DC or NR-CA including this as you kindly point out, and Qualcomm (Toni) intend to submit Maintenance CR to fix them in next RAN4.
Huawei: Thanks for the clarification. The TP is fine, but please ensure any missing fallbacks are submitted in the next one since this is bis-meeting.

	R4-2305038
	

	R4-2305150
	

	R4-2305830
	Pending of the conclusion of Issue 1-2-1.
I would like to provide some comment just from technical perspective. I agree with the observations made in TMO’s discussion paper on the impacted requirements, in addition SAR issue should also be addressed. For SAR, we think it is ok to use 0.5*maxUplinkDutyCycle-interBandCA-PC2 if indicated as the threshold for PC1.5 UL duty cycle, below which PC1.5 requirements apply. If absent, UE shall work on power class PC1.5 regardless of UL duty cycle and may use P-MPRc as defined in 6.2.4 in TS 38.101-1 or other means if necessary.
T-Mobile USA: To Samsung: Since Rel-16 when PC1.5 was added the rule has been that if maxUplinkDutyCycle-interBandCA-PC2 was not present the default was 50% for maxUplinkDutyCycle-interBandCA-PC2 and thus 25% for PC1.5. RAN4 created a conflict when maxUplinkDutyCycle-PC1dot5-MPE-FR1-r16 was introduced because there were then different default behaviors. RAN4 discussed this in November, and sent an LS to RAN2 in R4-2220807 clarifying that if maxUplinkDutyCycle-PC2-FR1 and maxUplinkDutyCycle-PC1dot5-MPE-FR1-r16 are both absent, that 25% duty cycle applies for PC1.5. We think it would be problematic to now say that for PC1.5 UL CA different rules apply, and if neither of these are present 100% duty cycle with MPR applies, and this is now reflected in 38.306. RAN4 should not have different behavior for UL CA if these fields are not present. That would require completely new power class logic and maybe even signalling changes. 
Skyworks, this being a TDD-TDD case we do not see major roadblock for a 2 band combination if each band is PC2 1Tx only, for higher order bands PC1.5 CA_n41-n77 may require some more attention. Also coexistence with neighbour bands needs attention as low order IMDs may be an issue.



Summary for 1st round 
Open issues 
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round, list all the identified open issues and tentative agreements or candidate options and suggestion for 2nd round i.e. WF assignment.
	
	Status summary 

	Sub-topic #1
	Tentative agreements:
Candidate options:
Recommendations for 2nd round:

	Sub-topic #1
	Issue 1-1-1: NS_47 work for n41 PC1.5 1UL
Agreements: PC1.5 for NS_47 needs specified and will be discussed in Maintenance WI. Before the completion of that, the status of related combinations will be updated as “ongoing”

	Sub-topic #2
	Issue 1-2-1: Handle the PC1.5 (PC2+PC2) UL inter-band CA combinations 
Candidate options: 
Option 1: Only PC1.5(PC2+PC2) combinations without requiring general requirements like MPR can be added to this WI. (ZTE, T-Mobile USA, China Telecom, Skyworks) 
Option 2: No PC1.5(PC2+PC2) combinations should be added into this basket WI. (Samsung, Huawei, KDDI, Apple)
Recommendations for 2nd round: Continue to discuss based on the above candidate options.

	Sub-topic #3
	Issue 1-3-1: Some SUL PC2 Requirements may need specified,
Candidate options: Since PC2 requirements has been defined for the requested SUL band, i.e., n95, n98, only footnote may be needed for the SUL configuration in case PC2 is allowed.
Recommendations for 2nd round: Continue to discuss based on the candidate options.




CRs/TPs
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round and provides recommendation on CRs/TPs Status update.
Note: The tdoc decisions shall be provided in Section 3 and this table is optional in case moderators would like to provide additional information. 
	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	XXX
	Based on 1st round of comments collection, moderator can recommend the next steps such as “agreeable”, “to be revised”

	R4-2304958
	to be revised

	R4-2304970
	to be revised

	R4-2305018
	agreeable

	R4-2305019
	agreeable

	R4-2305020
	agreeable

	R4-2305038
	agreeable

	R4-2305150
	agreeable

	R4-2305830
	Pending of the conclusion of Issue 1-2-1 in 2nd round.



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)

Recommendations for Tdocs
1st round 
New tdocs
	New Tdoc number
	Title
	Source
	Comments

	
	WF on PC1.5 NS_47 and SUL PC2 specification impacts.
	Skyworks Solutions Inc.
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	



Existing tdocs
	Tdoc number
	Revised to
	Title
	Source
	Recommendation  
	Comments

	R4-23xxxxx
	
	CR on …
	XXX
	Agreeable, Revised, Merged, Postponed, Not Pursued
	

	R4-2304579
	
	NS_47 work needed for n41 PC1.5 1UL configuration in HPUE CA_n3-n41
	Skyworks Solutions Inc.
	Noted
	

	R4-2304665
	
	Discussion on handling PC2+PC2 UL inter-band CA combinations
	China Telecom
	Noted
	

	R4-2304958
	
	Draft CR 38.101-1 to add HPUE for 2 3 4 CA of n25 n41 n66 n71 n77
	Nokia, T-Mobile USA
	Revised
	

	R4-2304970
	
	Draft CR 38.101-1 to add HPUE for 3 CA of n2 n5 n48 n66 n77
	Nokia, Verizon
	Revised
	

	R4-2305018
	
	TP for HPUE CA_n3-n28-n77 with 1UL and 2UL for TR 38.899
	Samsung, KDDI, Qualcomm
	Agreeable
	

	R4-2305019
	
	TP for HPUE CA_n28-n41-n77 with 1UL and 2UL for TR 38.899
	Samsung, KDDI, Qualcomm
	Agreeable
	

	R4-2305020
	
	TP for HPUE CA_n28-n77 with 1UL and 2UL for TR 38.899
	Samsung, KDDI, Qualcomm
	Agreeable
	

	R4-2305038
	
	Draft CR for TS 38.101-1: Addition of inter-band PC2  CA Combinations
	KDDI Corporation, Samsung
	Agreeable
	

	R4-2305150
	
	draft CR to TS 38.101-1 Add maximum output power for HPUE CA_n3-n77 configuration
	ZTE Corporation
	Agreeable
	

	R4-2305743
	
	On SUL PC2 Requirements
	Skyworks Solutions Inc.
	Noted
	

	R4-2305829
	
	PC1.5 inter-band UL CA
	T-Mobile USA
	Noted
	

	R4-2305830
	
	Draft CR for 38.101-1: PC1.5 UL CA_n41A-n77A
	T-Mobile USA
	Postponed
	



Notes:
1) Please include the summary of recommendations for all tdocs across all sub-topics incl. existing and new tdocs.
2) For the Recommendation column please include one of the following: 
a. CRs/TPs: Agreeable, Revised, Merged, Postponed, Not Pursued
b. Other documents: Agreeable, Revised, Noted
3) For new LS documents, please include information on To/Cc WGs in the comments column
4) Do not include hyper-links in the documents.

2nd round 

	Tdoc number
	Revised to
	Title
	Source
	Recommendation  
	Comments

	R4-23xxxxx
	
	CR on …
	XXX
	Agreeable, Revised, Merged, Postponed, Not Pursued
	

	R4-23xxxxx
	
	WF on …
	YYY
	Agreeable, Revised, Noted
	

	R4-23xxxxx
	
	LS on …
	ZZZ
	Agreeable, Revised, Noted
	

	
	
	
	
	
	



Notes:
1) Please include the summary of recommendations for all tdocs across all sub-topics.
2) For the Recommendation column please include one of the following: 
a. CRs/TPs: Agreeable, Revised, Merged, Postponed, Not Pursued
b. Other documents: Agreeable, Revised, Noted
3) Do not include hyper-links in the documents.
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conclusion: proposal 1 is agreed, no dedicated work for PC1.5 for inter-band UL CA with 2Tx in REL-18.
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