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1 Introduction
General approach to treat CA WIs has been discussed in last RAN plenary [1][2]. This contribution provides some additional consideration on CA procedures in Rel-14.
2 Discussion
As discussed and agreed in RAN plenary, we will go for a basket WI approach for CA related work. The discussion and proposals in [1][2] are a very good start to efficiently improve the situation and manage the work load in RAN4. 
Eight WIs and TRs are proposed in [1]:

1) Intra-band CA including contiguous and non-contiguous spectrum

2) Inter-band CA for 2DL

3) Inter-band CA for 3DL

4) Inter-band CA for 4DL

5) Inter-band CA for 5DL
6) Inter-band CA for 2UL
7) Inter-band CA for 3UL

8) 3DL/2UL pairing for intra-band and inter-band CA

It reflects the current CA status in a general way. Specifically, for 2UL and 3UL inter-band CA WI proposals, it would be better to make it clear that these WIs are specific to 2UL/2DL and 3UL/3DL CA combinations, otherwise, it may cause confusion with the similar 3DL/2UL paring CA WI proposal.
For existing CA WIs, we already noticed that splitting WI rapporteurs, TR and Big CR editors among different companies and delegates is not an efficient way to handle so many CA combinations even for the same kind of CA WIs. Therefore, we agree that the WI rapporteur shall be the editor of corresponding TR and Big CRs as well. It is noted that the Big CRs should include UE and BS parts respectively. 
Regarding the CA WID, we also see the same problem as described in [2] for current CA band combinations. Sometimes, the errors and typos have easily occurred as there is no unique format for all these CA combinations, and this issue is especially worse for 3DL or 4DL CA WIs which may have fall back constituent CA configurations. CA WI request in conjunction with big CA WI is one suggested way in [2] to reduce the flooding CA WIDs. It is a good suggestion to unify and simplify the template for request of a CA band combination. One important point that is worth pointing out is it is important to keep the basic principle for establishing a CA WI, i.e. at least 4 supporting companies are needed in order to avoid the flooding of CA proposals which may be either not urgent for deployment or lack of interests/commitment from operators or vendors. 
For the TR skeleton and content of big CA WIs, we suggest to use the similar structure and analysis as much as possible. Some content in current TR are redundant and the analysis is time consuming but sometimes it may not provide useful guidance for both operators and vendors, while some important analysis and useful device information are not included in the TR. For example, the similar information and analysis may appear in both 3DL and 2DL TRs if the 3DL CA band combination has a fall back configuration and some co-existence study are lack of unique standard which bands shall be considered or excluded especially when a band combination is across two different regions. For some CA band combinations, we just see the final delta Tib and Rib values in the TR, however, the concrete filter or diplexer/triplexer information with possible UE structures are not included though the analysis may be discussed in some contributions. The principle of choosing the delta Tib and Rib values based on filter data is still ambiguous and casual just like bargaining for some band combinations. It is necessary to improve the structure and analysis of the TRs from Rel-14.
TDD+FDD CA now is treated as a separate category in RAN4. However, based on previous discussion, we don’t see any big difference of TDD+FDD CA with other inter-band CA combinations from RF point of view. If there is no specific TDD+FDD CA WI, we propose to merge these CA band combinations into the big CA WIs and not treat them separately either in the TR or in the RAN4 agenda from Rel-14.
3 Conclusion

This contribution provides some further considerations on CA procedures in Rel-14. Since we already agree to use a basket approach to treat CA topics in Rel-14, companies should work together to improve the identified issues during the discussion and share the work load to efficiently treat these CA WIs. In particular, we propose the following:

1. It needs to be clarified that 2UL or 3UL CA WIs are not confused with the 3DL/2UL pairing CA WI.
2. A WI rapporteur shall take the responsibility of being the editor of the corresponding TR and preparing Big CRs for both UE and BS to avoid further process complexity.
3. For each CA constituent WI proposal that is to be included into a basket CA WI, at least four supporting companies are required.

4. Improvement of TR skeleton and template of basket CA WIs are to be agreed upon.
5. There is no need to create a separate basket for TDD+FDD CA WIs.
6. As Huawei is one of the rapporteur of 2UL CA and TR editor of 36.860 for Rel-12 and Rel-13, we would like to continue to contribute for the 2UL CA basket WI. If the work load is still too high in the group, we can also consider takingthe rapporteur of 5DL CA WI. 
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