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Topic #1: MPR for contiguous UL CA
Issue 1-1: MPR for 23+26dBm 
Candidate options: 
· Option 1. 1T PC2 MPR for CA is applied (i.e. Current MPR in 6.2A.2 for PC2)
· Option 2: Same as 2T 23+23 with delta MPR based on measurement data

Agreement: for MPR for 23+26dBm for contiguous UL CA
· For 1LO without TxD indication [and for 2LO cases for bandwidth class C only], 1T PC2 MPR is applied for CA implemented
· For TxD, same as 2T 23+23 with delta MPR based on measurement data

Issue 1-2: Signalling for UL CA
Candidate options: 
· Remove limitation to absence of dualPA-Architecture IE reporting
· Add that uplinkTxDC-TwoCarrierReport-r16 is applicable to bandwidth class C

Agreement: 
1) dualPA-Architecture IE is only considered for CA bandwidth class C
2) uplinkTxDC-TwoCarrierReport-r16 is not used to differentiate MPR requirements for different architectures

Issue 1-3: Spec change for delta MPR with indication of TxD
Candidate options:
· Option 1: Clarification Note in the existing MPR table for PC3 and PC2
· Option 2: Separate Tables with relaxed MPR 
Tentative agreements:
Option 2 with separate tables for the relaxed MPR.
Agreement
· To define separate MPR tables for CA with indication of TxD
· No new signaling is needed as reply LS from RAN2

Discussion:

Topic #2: MPR for contiguous UL CA + UL MIMO
Issue 2-1: Whether UE architectures of 23+23, 23+26, 26+26 should be explicitly indicated in the spec
Candidate options:
· Option 1. Yes
· Option 2. No

Tentative agreements:
Option 2. No explicitly indication of specific UE architectures in the spec, i.e. 23+23, 23+26, 26+26.

Agreement
No explicitly indication of specific UE architectures in the spec, i.e. 23+23, 23+26, 26+26.

Issue 2-2: Whether new UE capabilities needed to be introduced for CA+MIMO other than existing capabilities
Candidate options:
· Option 1. Yes
· Option 2. No
Tentative agreements:
Option 1. No new capability needs to be introduced to distinguish the applicable MPR requirements. 
Agreement:
No new capability needs to be introduced to distinguish the applicable MPR requirements.
· The existing capability can be reused to ensure correctly mapping the separate requirements to UE

Issue 2-3: MPR for 23+26dBm
Candidate options:
· Option 1. 1T PC2 MPR for CA is applied (i.e. Current MPR in 6.2A.2 for PC2)
· Option 2. Depends on whether TxD is indicated, i.e.
· 1T PC2 MPR for CA w/o TxD 
· 2T 23+23 relaxed MPR w/ TxD 
· Option 3. Using delta requirements (i.e. 2T 23+23 relaxed MPR) for all architectures for CA+UL-MIMO.
· Option 4:
· If PC2 UL contiguous CA and UL MIMO being used simultaneously, MPR for 2T 23+23
· If PC2 UL contiguous CA but UL MIMO NOT being used simultaneously, MPR for 1T PC2Option 1
Proposed WF 
1) MPR for 1T PC2  for PC2 UL contiguous CA w/o UL MIMO or TxD indication
2) MPR for 2T 23+23  for PC2 UL contiguous CA with UL MIMO or TxD indication
Skyworks: we should have exact the same MPR as the non-MIMO case.

Agreement: MPR for 2T 23+23 can apply for PC2 UL contiguous CA with UL MIMO indication.

Issue 2-4: MPR for 23+23, 26+26dBm
Candidate options:
· Option 1. 1T PC2 MPR for CA is applied (i.e. Current MPR in 6.2A.2 for PC2)
· Option 2. Depends on whether TxD is indicated, i.e.
· 1T PC2 MPR for CA w/o TxD 
· 2T 23+23 relaxed MPR w/ TxD 
· Option 3. Using delta requirements (i.e. 2T 23+23 relaxed MPR) for all architectures for CA+UL-MIMO.
· Option 4:
· If PC2 UL contiguous CA and UL MIMO being used simultaneously, MPR for 2T 23+23
· If PC2 UL contiguous CA but UL MIMO NOT being used simultaneously, MPR for 1T PC2Option 1
Agreement: 
· MPR for 1T PC2 is applied for PC2 UL contiguous CA w/o UL MIMO or TxD indication
· MPR for 2T 23+23 is applied for PC2 UL contiguous CA with UL MIMO and/or TxD indication

[bookmark: _GoBack]Skyworks: 26+26 and 23+23 are the baseline assumptions for this work.

· FFS how to map the requirements to UE considering the following proposal
· Reuse the existing modified MPR signaling rather than delta-MPR to map the requirements to UE
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