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Introduction
At the RAN4#97-e-bis meeting, a proposal was made to update the MRTD requirement for intra-band continuous CA with multi-TRxP deployment, which triggered discussions. This contribution discusses the open issue and provides our views.
Discussion
From the WF [1], the following is captured
	· Option 1 (Apple): For intra-band contiguous CA, we don’t have MRTD requirements, hence we need to capture that UE can assume that signals from all TRP and CCs can be received within CP.
· Option 1a: For intra-band contiguous NR carrier aggregation with multi-TRxP deployment on one or more serving cells, the UE shall receive signals for all serving cells and multi-TRxP within each serving cell within the cyclic prefix length of the largest SCS among serving carriers.
· Option 1b: For intra-band contiguous NR carrier aggregation with multi-TRxP deployment, in the case of different SCS on different CCs, if the receive time difference exceeds the cyclic prefix length of that SCS, demodulation performance degradation is expected for the first symbol of the slot.
· Option 2: No need to revise the spec. (Huawei, Nokia, Ericsson)



At the RAN4#96-e meeting, it was concluded that no RRM core requirement impact identified on MRTD/MTTD values specified in Rel-15, which was captured in the WF [2]. The conclusion is based on the key assumption, i.e., UE may assume that all signals from multi-TRxP of the same serving cell will be received within CP. This means, the requirement is applicable to Rel-16 multi-TRxP deployment scenarios.  
Option 2: no need to revise the spec.

Conclusion
The document has discussed the issue associated with intra-band contiguous CA scenarios with multi-TRxP deployment. Our conclusion is:
1. Option 2: no need to revise the spec.
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