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1 Introduction
In the last RAN4 meeting, there are some proposals on how to define intra-band non-contiguous CA requirement [1, 2, 3]. Finally this requirement is left as an open issue for FFS [4]
2 Discussion
As discussed in [1, 2] there are two options to consider the definition of TAE. Considering the fact that the frequency gap between two non-contiguously aggregated blocks is not predictable, either 1RF or 2RF implementation is possible for a intra-band non-contiguous BS depending on a real situation on the frequency gap. Then it would be beneficial to leave some room for implementation when defining the requirement. When a BS uses 2 RF to do non-contiguous aggregation, there will be no much difference from that of a inter-band BS. From this point of view, we agree with the proposal of 1.3us in [2]. 
However, there are also risks to define 1.3us as a common requirement for intra-band non-contiguous CA BS with single RF implementation. E.g. if a single RF BS implementation just satisfied the 1.3us, it’s also complied to the spec. However the relatively large misalignment requirement of 1.3 us between two aggregated carriers might cause UE demodulation performance degradation in a real deployment. 

Considering the above issue, there might be 2 options to define TAE

Option 1: define 130us for 1-RF implementation and 1.3us for 2-RF implementation.

The main drawback of this option is that specification usually cannot involve implementation aspects in the requirement. So how to introduce to the specification will be a big problem.
Option 2: define 1.3us as a generic requirement for both 1-RF and 2-RF implementation.

The main drawback of this option is that a bad use of time alignment requirement for 1RF implementation might cause UE demodulation performance degradation. The impact of 1.3us on demodulation performance may be needed if we go forward with this option.
3 Conclusion
This contribution discussed the TAE issue for intra-band non-contiguous CA BS. 
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