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Introduction
In this contribution, we share our views on power domain enhancements.
Necessity of Power Class change report
In RAN1#113 meeting, the following conclusion has been made.[1]
	Conclusion
If enhancements to the PHR report are to be specified in Rel-18, at least the following enhancements to the PHR report framework might be potentially useful for realizing high power uplink transmissions in CA and DC:
· Reporting of ∆PPowerClass and/or current power class
· Reporting of P-MPR.
Discussion continues in RAN1 on whether enhancements to the PHR report are needed in Rel-18.


On the other hands RAN4#107 meeting, it was agreed that P-MPR report in FR1 is not supported [2]. Therefore, in this meeting, RAN1 discussion should focus on the necessity of power class (PC) change report. 
Observation 1: RAN4 agreed not to support P-MPR report in FR1.
PC change report is useful to understand whether the PC fallback is performed by a UE so that the gNB can appropriately schedule the uplink for the UE in terms of the Tx power, but it cannot be used to obtain information related to P-MPR applied at the UE to satisfy SAR requirements. 
Observation 2: PC change report cannot cope with the misunderstanding on UE Tx power between UE and gNB when P-MPR is used by the UE
It is recognized that commercially available UEs have already employed P-MPR to satisfy the regulatory requirement, and it is anticipated that P-MPR will be used even with high power uplink transmissions in CA and DC. With this perspective, we believe addressing P-MPR is more crucial than PC fallback. In addition, there is a possibility to specify PC fallback report in Rel-18 according to the RAN4 agreement, but we are not fully sure the benefit to introduce only PC fallback report. This is because the choice of solution to satisfy SAR regulatory requirements is fully up to UE implementation, introduction of different solutions for PC fallback and P-MPR will just make the gNB implementation complicated. Therefore, we would like to suggest deferring the introduction of solutions such as PC fallback report as Rel-18 approach will end up with an incomplete solution for the issues caused by high power uplink transmissions in CA and DC. 
Proposal1: If RAN1 intends to specify PC fallback report in Rel-18, the decision should be postponed to Rel-19.
Conclusion
In this contribution, we provided our views on power domain enhancement, and our observations and proposals are summarized as follows: 
Observation 1: RAN4 agreed not to support P-MPR report in FR1.
Observation 2: PC change report cannot cope with the misunderstanding on UE Tx power between UE and gNB when P-MPR is used by the UE
Proposal1: If RAN1 intends to specify PC fallback report in Rel-18, the decision should be postponed to Rel-19.
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