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1. Introduction
Last meeting RAN4 sent an LS in [1] requesting RAN5 to remove the 3dB reduction for each polarization in ACS/IBB testing. This contribution analyses the requirement and arguments used in the LS to eventually recommend not to remove the 3dB power reduction per polarization.
2. [bookmark: _Ref31104997]Discussion
ACS/IBB test cases refer to blocking measurement procedure defined in section K.1.8 in [3]. The corresponding test cases definition in sections 7.5 and 7.6.2 in [3] define the specific total DL power to test for both the wanted signal and the modulated interferer respectively, that in no case it is required to test at EIS level. However, for wanted signal in particular, section K.1.8 in [3], step 5, talks about EIS level what is incorrect and misleading, and that has probably driven into the LS request. Removing that term as follows should resolve the ambiguity.
	5)	Apply a signal with the specified reference measurement channel on the θ-polarization, setting the power level of the signal 3dB below the EIS level stated in the requirement.
6)	Apply the blocking signal with the same polarization and coming from the same direction as the downlink signal. Set the power level of the blocking signal 3dB below the level stated in the requirement.



[bookmark: _Ref156904596]Observation 1. ACS/IBB test cases do not require to test at EIS level but a specific total DL power for the wanted signal and the modulated interferer respectively.
[bookmark: _Ref156904645]Proposal 1. In section K.1.8 in [3], step 5, remove the term EIS to refer only to the level stated in the requirement.

When a specific total DL power is required in a test, it is expected that power is equally split between both polarizations with the 3 dB backoff. When blocking measurement procedure in section K.1.8 in [3] was defined, it was decided not to test both polarizations at the same time and to add a clarification indicating that each polarization needs to transmit 3dB below the level stated in the requirement, because testing both polarizations simultaneously or sequentially should not imply changes in the power levels to test.

[bookmark: _Ref156904606]Observation 2. When a specific total DL power is required in a test, it is expected that power is equally split between both polarizations.
[bookmark: _Ref156904612]Observation 3. When blocking measurement procedure in section K.1.8 in [3] was defined, it was decided not to test both polarizations at the same time and to add a clarification indicating that each polarization needs to transmit 3dB below the level stated in the requirement.
[bookmark: _Ref157431345]Observation 4. Testing both polarizations simultaneously or sequentially should not imply changes in the power levels to test.


3. Conclusion
The following observations and proposals were made in this contribution. 
Observation 1. ACS/IBB test cases do not require to test at EIS level but a specific total DL power for the wanted signal and the modulated interferer respectively.
Observation 2. When a specific total DL power is required in a test, it is expected that power is equally split between both polarizations.
Observation 3. When blocking measurement procedure in section K.1.8 in [3] was defined, it was decided not to test both polarizations at the same time and to add a clarification indicating that each polarization needs to transmit 3dB below the level stated in the requirement.
Observation 4. Testing both polarizations simultaneously or sequentially should not imply changes in the power levels to test.

Proposal 1. In section K.1.8 in [3], step 5, remove the term EIS to refer only to the level stated in the requirement.
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