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1. Introduction
CA_42C for 2DL/2UL specification work [1] is on-going. In the WI, there is a challenge to complete the discussion on how to handle the co-existence issue between Band 42 and 43 since some think this is a good opportunity to discuss this aspect and other think that it is necessary to add an appropriate NS signalling and associated A-MPR to at least CA specification to mitigate the future potential co-existence issue as much as possible. It is, however, noted that there is a demand to utilize CA_42C for 2DL/1UL requirements even without 2UL function. In this contribution, we discuss how to handle CA_B42C requirements for 2DL/1UL.
2. Discussion
Although there is no clear sentence to mention 2DL/1UL to be included in the scope of the current CA_42C WI, it is self-evident that 2DL/1UL is included. This comes from the fact that it is required for a UE to be in 2DL/1UL CA mode before they are in 2DL/2UL CA mode. Therefore, having a 2DL/2UL feature automatically means that it includes 2DL/1UL feature.
· Observation 1: The existing WI for CA_42C for 2DL/2UL automatically includes 2DL/1UL feature.
Then, we discuss how to meet the demand for 2DL/1UL feature for this CA in case the CR for 2DL/2UL is not agreed in the RAN4#71. In our understanding there are at least three options to satisfy the demand.

1. Option 1: Agree a CR if technically correct, which includes necessary changes specific to 2DL/1UL feature. 

· It seems that in some cases, there have been some examples to take the above measure. One example is WI of RInImp8-UMTSLTE3500. 

2. Option 2: Technically endorse the CR mentioned in the option 1 if technically correct. Then, modifying the WID to clarify that 2DL/1UL is in the scope in the RAN#64. Finally, approve the CR in the RAN#64.

3. Option 3: Technically endorse the CR mentioned in the option 1 if technically correct. Then, generating a new WI specific to 2DL/1UL feature in the RAN#64. Finally, approve the CR in the RAN#64.

We propose to adopt the option 1 since it can be completed with minimal effort for everyone.

· Proposal: Adopt the Option 1 in case the CR for 2DL/2UL is not agreed in the RAN4#71. If this is not approved, either of the Option 2 or 3 should be adopted.
Note that we prepare three contributions associated with this issue. 
· A discussion paper on UE RF requirements [2]
· A CR for 2DL/1UL [3]
· A WID for 2DL/1UL [4] in case the option 3 is adopted.
3. Conclusions 

We discussed how to handle CA_42C for 2DU/1UL requirements. As results we propose the following.
· Proposal: Adopt the Option 1 in case the CR for 2DL/2UL is not agreed in the RAN4#71. If this is not approved, either of the Option 2 or 3 should be adopted.
Note that the proposed options are the followings.

· Option 1: Agree a CR if technically correct, which includes necessary changes specific to 2DL/1UL feature. 

· It seems that in some cases, there have been some examples to take the above measure. One example is WI of RInImp8-UMTSLTE3500. 

· Option 2: Technically endorse the CR mentioned in the option 1 if technically correct. Then, modifying the WID to clarify that 2DL/1UL is in the scope in the RAN#64. Finally, approve the CR in the RAN#64.

· Option 3: Technically endorse the CR mentioned in the option 1 if technically correct. Then, generating a new WI specific to 2DL/1UL feature in the RAN#64. Finally, approve the CR in the RAN#64.
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