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1. Introduction
A new WID was approved in RAN#98 while further revised in RAN#101 with two new PC1.5 band combos added as [1], in which enhancement of 3Tx for inter-band CA/EN-DC with two bands is included as one objective. 
In last two meetings, the group reached a lot of consensus on SAR compliance issue and spec impact, while some issue is still left open for FFS. In this paper, we provide our views on the remaining issue captured in WF [2].
2. Discussion
The only remaining issue for general requirements discussion is reproduced as below:
[bookmark: _Hlk143632860]Issue 4-4-1: Introduce new per FS TxD capability
· Proposals (R4-2312249)
· [bookmark: _Hlk143025360]Proposal 1: A new per FS TxD capability should be introduced for inter-band combination CA/DC with more than 2Tx.
· The TxD capability introduced from Rel-16 is per band indicated, which is not applicable for the case for the 3Tx inter-band scenario.
· Proposal 2: It is proposed to introduce the new per FS TxD capability from Rel-16.
· Proposal 3: A LS should be sent to RAN2 to introduce a per FS TxD capability.
· WF: FFS whether new per FS TxD capability is needed for a band under a band combination that support TxD.


The FS TxD had been discussed at Rel-17 late stage with the benefit to erase the power ambiguity issue brought in by the new feature “increasing higher power limit of NR-CA and EN-DC”, and was dropped at that time due to 2Tx working simultaneously restriction for Rel-17 and backwards and the introduction of “ue-PowerClassPerBandPerBC-r17” signalling with which the power ambiguity issue can be erased.
In last meeting, whether to introduce FS TxD has been raised and re-discussed for the new feature 3Tx, one argument is for conformance test purpose, if it is for conformance test purpose only, we thought it seems not necessary to introduce a dedicate new signalling since conformance test can be performed based on UE declaration.

The chipset design can be, If TxD is implemented for a single band, then the band with a BC is assumed to use TxD by default, while TxD can be disabled in the RF link parameters by engineer artificially (or, the band with a BC is assumed not to use TxD by default, while TxD can be enabled in the RF link parameters by engineer artificially). Thus, a band within a BC is allowed to not adopt TxD even the single band operation adopt TxD, thus it is just an UE implementation issue, and this implementation (inter-band CA is with TxD or wihout TxD) if reported seems only have one advertised benefit, to facilitate conformance test, but no benefit from NW perspective, which is totally the same with the per band TxD. 
In addition, we donot think the FS TxD reporting can instruct UE RF link setup, since the logic is that the capability is indicated after UE successfully implementing it, rather than indicating for UE RF setup’ reference.
Observation 1: FS TxD if introduced only have one advertised “benefit” which is to facilitate conformance test but no benefit from NW perspective, which is totally the same with per band TxD.

3. Conclusion
Observation 1: FS TxD if introduced only have one advertised “benefit” which is to facilitate conformance test but no benefit from NW perspective, which is totally the same with per band TxD.
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