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Introduction
In Rel-18, 1dB power boosting was allowed for MPR reduction. But there are still some legacy problems, like scenarios, MPR requirements evaluation and related works. 
In this contribution, we enumerate some aspects that we interested. 
Discussion 
MPR reduction was introduced in Rel-18 by allowing 1dB power boosting for both pi/2 BPSK and QPSK with PC3 and 0.5dB with PC2. However, this is based on keeping original MPR requirements while increasing the UE transmitting power, which is not always applied to the UE doesn’t support power boosting. So MPR reduction is still necessary to be further evaluated comparing to the existing MPR requirements.  
Proposal1: Further study the MPR reduction with more general solution. 
In Rel-18 the MPR reduction by power boosting was only introduced for single CC UL scenarios since the capability was introduced as “per band” [1]. The specification of MPR reduction in RAN4 in Rel-18 was only on “per band ” granularity, and the related discussion for UL CA was stopped since the limited TU. But actually the finer granularity will reduce the possibility to use the feature. To maximize the throughput, UE should support the UL band combination with MPR reduction. So in this WI the applicable scenarios of MPR reduction should be extended to UL CA.
Proposal2: Extend the scenarios of MPR reduction to UL CA, and specify the corresponding requirements. 
In the MPR reduction requirements specification in Rel-18, we considered FDSS w/o SE, that is, transparent scheme. But it just means the specify requirement only based on FDSS in Rel-18, UE is obliged to not only using FDSS, and the spec wording have no limit on FDSS scheme. So in Rel-19 we should not be limited in transparent scheme, the performance of FDSS with SE should also be simulated and evaluated. 
Untransparent scheme may cause discussion about RB range distinguish for MPR reduction. The spectrum extension of a UE for inner RB allocation range may result in RB allocation range changing to the outer or edge range, which means the spectrum extension could cause RB range definition problems in specification. So, we should study and confirm the resource range of inner and outer for MPR reduction under some mechanisms such as FDSS with SE mechanisms. 
Proposal3: Study and confirm the resource range of inner and outer for MPR reduction under some mechanisms as untransparent scheme. 
Conclusion
 Proposal1: Further study the MPR reduction with more general solution. 
Proposal2: Extend the scenarios of MPR reduction to UL CA, and specify the corresponding requirements. 
Proposal3: Study and confirm the resource range of inner and outer for MPR reduction under some mechanisms as untransparent scheme. 
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