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Introduction
UE and BS core requirements are discussed in last meeting and in the WF [1], it was agreed that no BS RF requirements need to be defined. In this contribution, we provide further analysis on UE core requirements based on [2].
Discussion

For TDD carriers with different TDD configurations, no impact on existing RF requirements is forseen. For CA from Rel-10, there is no mandatory requirement on TDD configurations between TDD carriers in RF.

Pcmax has been already defined for SRS from Rel-8 because there are explicit MPR and A-MPR requirements for SRS in TS 36.101.

Power control for SRS has been already defined in RAN1 so no issues are forseen for power control. 

For power control accuracy requirement, exiting absolute and relative power tolerance requirements can be reused for SRS switching. It is pointed out in [2] that if we use the absolute power tolerance requirements, the quality of SRS transmission will be degraded. The SRS degradation will also have impact to uplink coverage. So it is proposed to use the relative power control requirements to guarantee the system performance with extended the transmission gap.

While this may be the case, it shall be noted:

· This problem may also exist for legacy UEs. If a legacy UE has no UL/DL data to transmit/feedback for a long time, then only the periodic SRS/RACH will be transmitted, which can be configured up to 320ms periodicity by RRC. In case of periodicity larger than 20ms, the absolute power tolerance shall be applied and the quality of SRS transmission will be also degraded. 

· More importantly, SRS switching is only an optional feature and a BS can control when to enable it. If SRS performance degrades too much and there is no gain for this feature, BS can turn off this feature. From this perspective, it is not necessary to force all the UEs to have a very good performance. That is why it was agreed to have different values for SRS switching time instead of mandating just one value for all UEs. 

· Furthermore, even the fact that the transmission gap could be larger than 20ms doesn’t necessarily mean UE power control tolerance will be as bad as the absolute power tolerace requirement, which is the minimum requirement. For those UEs that have good implementation, the system can still get gains from this feature. 
In summary, it is better to leave this issue to implementation without changing the existing UE RF requirements. This would also accommodate the fact that some operators want to use this feature soon.
Conclusion

Based on the above analysis, we should agree on the follwooing proposal:

Proposal: UE core requirements shall keep unchanged due to SRS switching. 
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