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1
Introduction
We summarize the discussion stage about FR2 inter-band CA for reference firstly, and then share our proposals on how to proceed remaining issues.

2
Status and Proposals
We may simply use two stages to show current discussion stage for each FR2 inter-band CA sub-topic firstly.
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And then, we tabularize different combinations (# DL/UL; frequency group; IBM/CBM) of inter-band CA as Table 1 for easier reference, based on the latest WFs in RAN4#97-e [1-3], and also refer to the RAN4#98-e agenda. Moreover, “Type1/2/3/4” is used to on behalf of specific combination for easier discussion.
	DL CA
	Different Frequency Group 
(ex: 28+39)
	Same Frequency Group 
(ex: 28+28)

	IBM
	Type1: UE requirement discussion
(# agenda 11.3.2.1.2)
· n261+n260 (done)

· n257+n259 (ongoing)

· n258+n260 (ongoing)
	Type3: feasibility study
(# agenda 11.3.3.1.1)

	CBM
	Type2: feasibility study
(# agenda 11.3.3.1.2)
	Type4: UE requirement discussion
(# agenda 11.3.2.1.3)


	UL CA
	Different Frequency Group 
(ex: 28+39)
	Same Frequency Group 
(ex: 28+28)

	IBM 
	Type1: UE requirement discussion
(# agenda 11.3.2.2.1)

· n257+n259 (ongoing)


	Type3: feasibility study
(# agenda 11.3.3.2.1)

	CBM
	Type2: feasibility study

(# agenda 11.3.3.2.2)
	Type4: feasibility study

(# agenda 11.3.3.2.1)


Table 1. Status overview table of different combinations for inter-band CA discussion.
From UE implementation POV, there are common parts between DL CA and UL CA, such as antenna and phase shifter. Hence, we propose to handle inter-band DL CA feasibility study firstly, and then we can leverage some technical discussions to inter-band UL CA to make the discussion be more efficient:
Proposal1: For “feasibility study stage”, RAN4 shall converge inter-band DL CA discussion firstly, before start to do inter-band UL CA feasibility study.

For example, for “Type2”, we may focus on inter-band DL CA Type2 feasibility study firstly, and then check whether inter-band UL CA Type2 can leverage the discussion or not, and do corresponding further discussion to converge inter-band UL CA Type2 study.

For “UE requirement discussion stage”, exact band combination is required to do solid evaluation and discussion from technical POV.
Proposal2: For “UE requirement discussion stage”, RAN4 shall specify exact band combination demand firstly, before start to do UE requirement discussion.

For example, for “inter-band DL CA Type4”, a clear band combination is required to do further analysis and requirement discussion; just like clear band combinations of “inter-band DL CA Type1” have been listed.
3
Conclusion
We propose our views on how to proceed inter-band CA discussion:
Proposal1: For “feasibility study stage”, RAN4 shall converge inter-band DL CA discussion firstly, before start to do inter-band UL CA feasibility study.

Proposal2: For “UE requirement discussion stage”, RAN4 shall specify exact band combination demand firstly, before start to do UE requirement discussion.
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