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1 Introduction
A list of Phase I and Phase II test cases for TDD-FDD CA was agreed in [1].

In this contribution, we discuss some details on the TDD-FDD CA test cases for RSRP accuracy requirements.
2 Test Case Parameters
In [1], it was agreed to specify two test cases for TDD-FDD CA: 
· Test case with PCell in FDD on f1 (and SCell and a neighbour cell on f2, both in TDD), and
· Test case with PCell in TDD on f1 (and SCell and a neighbour cell on f2, both in FDD).
The tests should verify the following requirements:
· Absolute RSRP accuracy on PCell,

· Absolute RSRP accuracy on SCell

· Relative RSRP accuracy between SCell and a neighbour cell on SCC,
· Relative RSRP accuracy between PCell and SCell.
Other agreed details:
· Cell BW for all cells is 10 MHz,

· TAE between SCell and PCell is as specified in 3GPP TS 36.104, clause 6.5.3.1,

· Time offset for the neighbour cell from PCell: 3 us,

· Non-DRX is assumed,

· TDD UL-DL configuration: 1,

· TDD Special subframe configuration: 6,

· Propagation: AWGN.

It is further suggested to use the differential approach for defining parameters in the tables using as a reference Table A.9.1.6.2-1 for the test case with FDD PCell and Table A.9.1.7.2-1 for the test case with TDD PCell.
The signal levels can be reused the corresponding legacy CA test cases for RSRP accuracy, i.e., 
· Cell 1 signal levels for TDD-FDD CA with FDD PCell are the same as for Cell 1 signal levels for legacy FDD CA, the same approach applies for Cell 2 and Cell 3,
· Cell 1 signal levels for TDD-FDD CA with TDD PCell are the same as for Cell 1 signal levels for legacy TDD CA, the same approach applies for Cell 2 and Cell 3.
Based on the above, a draft CR is proposed in [2].
3 On TDD-FDD CA Terminology Accounting for PCell Type

So far, both terms ‘TDD-FDD CA’ and ‘FDD-TDD CA’ have been used, with the former used more frequently than the latter. However, to ensure the consistent specification, it is necessary to agree on a single approach for the terminology. In fact, the terminology may also be linked with whether PCell is FDD or TDD.

For example, two approaches may be envisioned:
· Approach 1: Always use the term ‘TDD-FDD CA’, disregard of whether PCell is FDD and TDD

· Advantage: Very simple

· Disadvantage: the term is not self-descriptive and may often be used in combination with the further clarification on PCell, which is less compact

· Approach 2: Use ‘TDD-FDD CA’ when PCell is in TDD and use ‘FDD-TDD CA’ when PCell is in FDD

· Advantage: the term describes also what the PCell is in a compact way

· Disadvantage: possible confusions (?)

· Proposal: RAN4 to discuss which approach to take and to consistently follow the agreement in the discussions and while preparing the CRs.
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