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1. Introduction
In RAN4 #109 meeting, the WF on RRM performance requirements for MC enhancements was approved in [1]. This contribution discusses the remaining open issue for DL interruption test case due to Tx switching.
2. Discussion
Test of fallback band combination
According to the WF in [1], the only open issue is whether to introduce the test of fallback band combination:
< Wayforward > Issue 2-1-3: Test of fallback band combination
Background
An LS on length of switching period for fallback band combinations is sent to RAN2, and wait for RAN2 feedback.
	Issue: Length of switching period for the fallback band combinations
From RAN4 UE implementation perspective, when UE support the two Tx switching band combinations of band A+B+C+D and band A+B+C+E, it is possible that UE has different switching periods for the same band pair, for example:
· For band A+B+C+D, A+B with period 35us, A+C with period 140us
· For band A+B+C+E, A+B with period 140us, A+C with period 35us

In this case, RAN4 asks RAN2 the following question:
· When the network configures band A+B+C, how to determine the switching period for band pair A+B and A+C from RAN2 signalling perspective?

RAN4 is still discussing the applied switch period for the case of A+B+C from RAN4 perspective, and RAN4 will keep RAN2 updated if any new progress.


· Proposals 
· Option 1: Introduce the test cases for the fallback band combination scenario taking into account the new signaling pending on RAN2 discussion.
· Recommended WF
No discussion at this meeting, wait for more RAN2 input.

In RAN4 #109 meeting, further agreement on this issue was reached in the RF session and captured in the LS to RAN2 [2]:
In RAN4#109, RAN4 continues discussing the applied switch period for the case of configured fallback combination and comes to the following conclusion.
· UE could additionally optionally indicate in a parent BC whether to support the fallback low order BC with the same Tx switching period capability. The network determines switching period for band pair among the applicable ones and signals to the UE with RRC signalling.

As seen, in such scenario, the network will determine and signal the switching period to the UE, and the UE just applies the lengths of UL Tx switching period and DL interruption following the network RRC signaling. We don’t see the need of additional DL interruption test cases for the new RRC signaling.
Proposal: According to the latest agreement in RF session, we see no need of additional DL interruption test cases for the new RRC signaling of the fallback band combination. 
3. Conclusion
The contribution discussed the remaining open issue for DL interruption test case due to Tx switching, with the following proposal:
Test of fallback band combination
Proposal: According to the latest agreement in RF session, we see no need of additional DL interruption test cases for the new RRC signaling of the fallback band combination. 
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