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Dear Peter,

During its recent meeting held in London (22-23 August 2006), PT SE21 considered  the changes proposed by ETSI TFES of the spurious emission limits (Category B) for UTRA. After careful consideration of the possible implications of the proposed changes, the following issues were identified:

1. Compatibility between UTRA and adjacent band services has been addressed in the relevant CEPT studies, such as ERC Report 065. It is essential that the out-of-band and spurious emission limits used to demonstrate compatibility for UTRA in those studies are respected. The proposal does not change any such limits used to demonstrate adjacent band compatibility. Thus the proposal is consistent with ERC Report 065.
2. SE21 noted that the proposed relaxation compared to the Category B limits may potentially affect the in-band sharing, and believes that this is a significant issue as various technologies may be deployed in these bands in the future. SE21 wishes to draw the attention of ECC PT1 to the need to conduct further analysis to show that there will be no adverse effect on the in band sharing between the future technologies which are likely to be deployed.
In relation to issue 1, the proposed change is acceptable from an SE21 point of view, since the limits agreed between ETSI/3GPP and CEPT in compatibility studies (ERC Report 65) are met. It is pointed out that manufacturers should always ensure that unwanted emissions are kept at the minimum possible within a reasonable implementation, through appropriate filtering or other means.
In relation to issue 2, SE21 believes that the possible implications of this decision mean that further consideration of the proposal is appropriate in PT1. In view of the timescale and nature of the issue, SE21 is content for PT1 to provide the response to ETSI. SE21 would appreciate being informed of the result since this may have implications for on-going work relating to Recommendation 74-01.
PT SE21 also notes with interest the implications of multi-carrier and variable bandwidth operation on unwanted emissions and how these relate to the present limits in ERC Recommendation 74-01. In studying these issues further, PT SE21 would welcome future input from ETSI and/or 3GPP regarding the evolution of UTRA relevant to unwanted emission issues.
Best regards,

Stella Lyubchenko
Chairperson PT SE 21
N








