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	R4-110786
	Discussion on Power Headroom Reporting

	CATT

	R4-110649
	RAN2 LSin on PHR Type 1 and 2 and Pcmax,c on Pcell  Analysis and Proposed Reply
-RIM agrees option a
-CATT RAN2 only wants to know whether PHR for Type 1 and 2 are same. 
-ID we want to suggest RAN2 alternatives
	InterDigital

	R4-110943
	Considerations on power headroom reporting liaison statement
-QC we will obtain different Pcmax if virtual PUCCH is added together with real PUSCH so why UE cannot estimate type 2 Pcmax.
-Renesas Future transmission can change from virtual transmission hence the Pcmax does not reflect the future.
-Chair PHR is something that you transmit now it is not for the future according to RAN1 spec
-Renesas that is also our understanding but the virtual PHR might not be that usefull because future transmissions can vary so much but agree that RAN1 definition is about current transmissions
-E/// Pcmax can be anything within a Pcmax range so it does not have to report the maximum value allowed
	Renesas Electronics Europe

	R4-110787
	Draft reply LS on Power Headroom Reporting
-Chair do we agree with the conclusion or have objections ( no objections
	CATT

	R4-111199
	Proposed Reply LS on Power Headroom Reporting (RAN2)
-Chair there are two proposal is there preference which one to send
-Huawei it is good to put more information to RAN2 but E/// contribution there are some Pcmax definitions that we do not have consensus in RAN4
-E/// that is why we have two alternatives in our proposal
-CATT it is very hard to give very clear explanation to RAN2 so maybe it is better to just to answer the question
-Chair we may need to discuss Pcmax first before we add more text to LS. CATT and E/// can formulate LS together after we have discussed Pcmax
-E/// is fine with CATT proposal
-Chair CATT proposal is agreed as a way forward
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson

	R4-110834
	Pcmax,c definition
-E/// comment on the E/// proposal on maxpower is to make sure that UE will exceed Ppowerclass because the sum of the CC must be lower than Ppowerclass.
-Samsung our concearn is that the formula can be misleading
-Interdigital the alternative 2 can yield lower Pcmax
-Qualcomm our proposal is proposal 1
	Samsung

	R4-110890
	Pcmax for Rel-10
-CATT drawback is that some of our equations cannot be tested if the specify that only the sum of the carriers is specified. We cannot test the behavior of individual CC.
-Huawei interband Pcmax formula may be incorrect and should double check that.
-Samsung Pcmax intraband uses linear addition but legacy UE only has single CC

-E/// eNode B know wheter UE can transmit 1 or 2 CC. And the sum of active carriers is always less than 23 dBm. Linear addition should be used.

-Samsung is eNode assuming 20 or 23 dBm per carrier so this might limit the legacy UE Tx power.

-E/// UE can configure whatever to the CC but the sum of the CC’s must be lower than 23 dBm. 
-What if both CC have Pcmax +23 dBm, then the sum will exceed the Ppowerclass
-E/// we can specify the Pcmax per CC but how we measure the accuracy?
	Mediatek inc

	R4-111196
	Pcmax for carrier aggregation
-Interdigital there is one bracket missing
-E/// we have to check, can be so
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson

	R4-111083
	Pcmax,c definition in 36.101
-Chair there seems to be a problem with RAN1 view of Pcmax
	Huawei, HiSilicon

	R4-110650
	PCMAX,c and PCMAX  for CA 
	InterDigital

	R4-110783
	Pcmax,c Definition in CA
-Interdigital thinks that the use of P-MPR in formulas is not correct
	CATT

	R4-110929
	The Definition of Pcmax,c 
-E/// Proposal 1 and 2 says that Pcmax and tolerance should be per CC how is this linked to the fact that the output power is measures as a sum
	NTT DOCOMO

	R4-111098
	Defintion of Pcmax,c 
	Qualcomm Incorporated

	R4-110891
	CR Pcmax for Rel-10
-Chair is the P-MPR definition on chaper 6.2.5 acceptable
-Huawei the definition for P-MPR is not clear enough for example a range is missing
-Qualcomm we have a proposal to define the range between 0 to Ppowerclass- minimum output power
-There is an error in formula because there is written MPR - AMPR
-Mediatek there might be a max value from network sizing
-E/// we want to know the range for P-MPR

-Would it possible for a network to setup a maximum value
-Qualcomm there was a proposal in last meeting that there is a signaling in network that max P-MPR is 10 dB what happens in UE need 15 dB, does it shut down. It does not break any regulation. We have proposed a range and that in RAN5 tests the P-MPR is 0.
-E/// if P-MPR is completely up to UE how much it is, then how the network will work
-QC the network will know the P-MPR because P-MPR is reported in PHR
- Chair the current R2 specifications indicates that Pcmax and PHR reporting will be sent together , hence the network will know the value of P-MPR used in the UE

-Chair let’s have a coffee break discussion tomorrow and try to come up with a CR how to define P-MPR for REL-10. This is needed to addressed urgently 
-Pcmax for REL-10 discussion will continue in next meeting. This goal would be to define a single proposal from R4 and propose alignment of associated requirements in the other working group specifications (a number of contributions indicates open issues) 
	Mediatek inc

	R4-110865
	CR PUMAX Correction
-Not handled
	ZTE

	R4-110866
	CR PUMAX Correction
Chair as this is essentially a editorial correction we should only propose a rel 10 change -Chair this is probably ok but should be combined to possible P-MPR CR. If we cannot agree P-MPR we can come back to this. 
- 
	ZTE

	R4-110868
	CR PUMAX Correction
-Not handled
	ZTE

	R4-111307
	Mapping of Pcmax,c
-Not handled
	CATT


