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1 Introduction

WI for CA_B26-B41 was approved in RAN#64 [1].  As seen in [2], 3rd order harmonic of Band 26 UL falls into frequency range of Band 41.  This means that RAN4 has to discuss UE architecture for CA_B26-B41.  Almost same discussion has been done in CA_B1-B28 WI but there is no agreement despite of intensive discussion during several meeting cycle.  Contribution [3] proposes to finalize Harmonic Trap Filter (HTF) discussion and we believe that same logic applies for CA_B26-B41.
2 Point to be discussed
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Figure 2-1 Frequency arrangement for Band 26, Band 41 and 3rd harmonic of Band 26 UL
Figure 2-1 shows frequency arrangement of Band 26, Band 41 and 3rd order harmonic of Band 26 UL.  As one can obviously see that 3rd order harmonic of Band 26 UL locates between 2442 – 2547 MHz, which is part of Band 41 frequency range (highlighted in yellow in Figure 2-1).  Therefore, depending on spectrum possession, implementation of HTF might be needed for CA_B26-B41 terminals.
Observation: Depending on spectrum possession, implementation of HTF might be needed for CA_B26-B41 terminals.
3 How to solve the issue?

As same as proposed in [3], same proposal should be made here as well.
Proposal 1: Working assumption for specifying requirements of CA_B26-B41 should be terminals with HTF.  Re-evaluation for I.L of HTF should be encouraged.
However, situation is NOT completely same as in CA_B1-B28.  Situation regarding Band 28 usage in Region 1 is quite unclear so far and that’s why the working assumption of including HTF is suggested.  On the other hand, it seems for us that spectra possession regarding Band 26 and Band 41 is more matured than that in Band 28.  Therefore, another proposal also should be considered.
Proposal 2: If there is no operators’ need for implementing HTF, standardization for CA_B26-B41 should be done under assumption without HTF.
4 Conclusion
In this contribution, we provide our views and considerations for handling CA_B26-B41.  Discussion point is same as one in CA_B1-B28, however, situation is NOT completely same.  Therefore, our proposals for working assumption of CA_B26-B41 are following:
· Proposal 1: Working assumption for specifying requirements of CA_B26-B41 should be terminals with HTF.  Re-evaluation for I.L of HTF should be encouraged.
· Proposal 2: If there is no operators’ need for implementing HTF, standardization for CA_B26-B41 should be done under assumption without HTF.
5 Reference
· 1. RP-140964: “LTE Advanced 3 Band Carrier Aggregation (3DL/1UL) of Band 26, Band 41 and Band 41”, KDDI
· 2. R4-144648: “TP for TR36.851: UE RF requirements for CA_B26-B41”, KDDI
· 3. R4-144643: “Way Forward on UE Architecture for CA_B1-B28”, KDDI
