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1. Introduction
A new WID was approved in RAN#98 while further revised in RAN#99 as [1], in which enhancement of 3Tx for inter-band CA/EN-DC with two bands is included as one objective. The remaining issue left for 3T Rx is the test configuration for PC1.5 IMD, which is captured in WF [2].
In this paper, we share our views on this remaining issue.
2. Discussion
The remaining issue is reproduced as below:
Issue 3-4-1: 3Tx IMD test configuration for PC1.5 CA
· Proposals
· Option 1: (Huawei)
	PC3 FDD band
	PC1.5 TDD band

	23 dBm
	26 dBm


· Option 2: (Samsung)
	PC3 FDD band
	PC1.5 TDD band

	23 dBm
	23 dBm


· Option 3: Either 23dBm+23dBm or 26 dBm +26 dBm could be as power set for deriving MSD requirement due to IMD, and 26 dBm +26 dBm could be preferred (Xiaomi)
WF: FFS in next meeting.

In last meeting, in terms of PC2, the agreements on how to handle the MSD due to harmonic mixing, cross band isolation, IMD were reached, while the fundamental principle is that the same requirements can be applied for 2Tx and 3Tx for the same MSD mechanism. And in terms of PC1.5 harmonic mixing and cross band isolation, it is also the same MSD requirements can be applied for the band combination with either 1Tx or 2Tx in the aggressor band. In addition, there are three 3Tx combos, the corresponding 2Tx transmission have not been introduced in the spec which calls for new MSD evaluation since no existing MSD values could be reused, for simplicity, we think it is acceptable to just perform the evaluation based on 2Tx framework.
Observation 1: For simplicity, 2Tx framework could be used to perform the new MSD evaluation which is also applicable for 3Tx. 
For the remaining issue on the test configuration for PC1.5 IMD, it is suggested to perform the MSD evaluation based on 2Tx framework for simplicity, 23+27.8 in the worst case configuration in theory which probably could be used, but it should be noted the note “Both of the transmitters shall be set min(+23 dBm, PCMAX_L,f,c) as defined in clause 6.2A.4” is not applicable anymore, and separate PC1.5 IMD tables for PC3+PC1.5(3Tx,PC1.5 in total) and PC2+PC2(2Tx or 3Tx, PC1.5 in total, Rel-19) are expected.
Observation 2: For simplicity, (2Tx framework) 23+27.8 PA configuration may could be adopted as PC1.5 IMD test configuration, with which separate PC1.5 IMD tables for PC3+PC1.5(3Tx,PC1.5 in total) and PC2+PC2(2Tx or 3Tx, PC1.5 in total, Rel-19) are expected.
3. Conclusion
Observation 1: For simplicity, 2Tx framework could be used to perform the new MSD evaluation which is also applicable for 3Tx. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Observation 2: For simplicity, (2Tx framework) 23+27.8 PA configuration may could be adopted as PC1.5 IMD test configuration, with which separate PC1.5 IMD tables for PC3+PC1.5(3Tx,PC1.5 in total) and PC2+PC2(2Tx or 3Tx, PC1.5 in total, Rel-19) are expected.
4. Reference
[1] RP-230161, 4Rx handheld UE for low NR bands (<1GHz) and/or 3Tx for NR inter-band UL Carrier Aggregation (CA) and EN-DC, OPPO, RAN#99
[2] R4-2310409, WF on UE RF requirements for 3Tx and 4Rx, OPPO, RAN4#107


