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[bookmark: foreword][bookmark: _Toc70512662][bookmark: _Toc70666576][bookmark: _Toc70666618][bookmark: _Toc70666659][bookmark: _Toc70666700][bookmark: _Toc70666740][bookmark: _Toc70666779][bookmark: _Toc70666838][bookmark: _Toc164753739][bookmark: _Toc165015780][bookmark: _Toc165015895]Foreword
[bookmark: spectype3]This Technical Report has been produced by the 3rd Generation Partnership Project (3GPP).
The contents of the present document are subject to continuing work within the TSG and may change following formal TSG approval. Should the TSG modify the contents of the present document, it will be re-released by the TSG with an identifying change of release date and an increase in version number as follows:
Version x.y.z
where:
x	the first digit:
1	presented to TSG for information;
2	presented to TSG for approval;
3	or greater indicates TSG approved document under change control.
y	the second digit is incremented for all changes of substance, i.e. technical enhancements, corrections, updates, etc.
z	the third digit is incremented when editorial only changes have been incorporated in the document.
In the present document, modal verbs have the following meanings:
shall		indicates a mandatory requirement to do something
shall not	indicates an interdiction (prohibition) to do something
The constructions "shall" and "shall not" are confined to the context of normative provisions, and do not appear in Technical Reports.
The constructions "must" and "must not" are not used as substitutes for "shall" and "shall not". Their use is avoided insofar as possible, and they are not used in a normative context except in a direct citation from an external, referenced, non-3GPP document, or so as to maintain continuity of style when extending or modifying the provisions of such a referenced document.
should		indicates a recommendation to do something
should not	indicates a recommendation not to do something
may		indicates permission to do something
need not	indicates permission not to do something
The construction "may not" is ambiguous and is not used in normative elements. The unambiguous constructions "might not" or "shall not" are used instead, depending upon the meaning intended.
can		indicates that something is possible
cannot		indicates that something is impossible
The constructions "can" and "cannot" are not substitutes for "may" and "need not".
will		indicates that something is certain or expected to happen as a result of action taken by an agency the behaviour of which is outside the scope of the present document
will not		indicates that something is certain or expected not to happen as a result of action taken by an agency the behaviour of which is outside the scope of the present document
might	indicates a likelihood that something will happen as a result of action taken by some agency the behaviour of which is outside the scope of the present document
might not	indicates a likelihood that something will not happen as a result of action taken by some agency the behaviour of which is outside the scope of the present document
In addition:
is	(or any other verb in the indicative mood) indicates a statement of fact
is not	(or any other negative verb in the indicative mood) indicates a statement of fact
The constructions "is" and "is not" do not indicate requirements.
[bookmark: introduction][bookmark: scope][bookmark: _Toc70512663][bookmark: _Toc70666577][bookmark: _Toc70666619][bookmark: _Toc70666660][bookmark: _Toc70666701][bookmark: _Toc70666741][bookmark: _Toc70666780][bookmark: _Toc70666839][bookmark: _Toc164753740][bookmark: _Toc165015781][bookmark: _Toc165015896]
1	Scope
The present document is a technical report for release 17 basket WI High-power UE operation for fixed-wireless/vehicle-mounted use cases in LTE bands and NR bands.
[bookmark: references][bookmark: _Toc70512664][bookmark: _Toc70666578][bookmark: _Toc70666620][bookmark: _Toc70666661][bookmark: _Toc70666702][bookmark: _Toc70666742][bookmark: _Toc70666781][bookmark: _Toc70666840][bookmark: _Toc164753741][bookmark: _Toc165015782][bookmark: _Toc165015897]2	References
The following documents contain provisions which, through reference in this text, constitute provisions of the present document.
-	References are either specific (identified by date of publication, edition number, version number, etc.) or non‑specific.
-	For a specific reference, subsequent revisions do not apply.
-	For a non-specific reference, the latest version applies. In the case of a reference to a 3GPP document (including a GSM document), a non-specific reference implicitly refers to the latest version of that document in the same Release as the present document.
[1]	3GPP TR 21.905: "Vocabulary for 3GPP Specifications".
[bookmark: _Toc70512665][bookmark: _Toc70666579][bookmark: _Toc70666621][bookmark: _Toc70666662][bookmark: _Toc70666703][bookmark: _Toc70666743][bookmark: _Toc70666782][bookmark: _Toc70666841][2]	ECC Decision (20)02, Harmonised use of the paired frequency bands 874.4-880.0 MHz and 919.4-925.0 MHz and of the unpaired frequency band 1900-1910 MHz for Railway Mobile Radio (RMR), updated 10 June 2022
[3]	3GPP TR 36.942: "Evolved Universal Terrestrial Radio Access (E-UTRA); Radio Frequency (RF) system scenarios".
[4]	3GPP TS 38.101-1: "NR; User Equipment (UE) radio transmission and reception; Part 1: Range 1 Standalone".
[5]	3GPP TS 36.101: "Evolved Universal Terrestrial Radio Access (E-UTRA); User Equipment (UE) radio transmission and reception".
[bookmark: _Toc164753742][6]	ECC Report 318, “Compatibility between RMR and MFCN in the 900 MHz range, the 1900-1920 MHz band and the 2290-2300 MHz band”, 2020-07.
[bookmark: _Toc165015783][bookmark: _Toc165015898]3	Definitions of terms, symbols and abbreviations
[bookmark: _Toc70512666][bookmark: _Toc70666580][bookmark: _Toc70666622][bookmark: _Toc70666663][bookmark: _Toc70666704][bookmark: _Toc70666744][bookmark: _Toc70666783][bookmark: _Toc70666842][bookmark: _Toc164753743][bookmark: _Toc165015784][bookmark: _Toc165015899]3.1	Terms
For the purposes of the present document, the terms given in 3GPP TR 21.905 [1] and the following apply. A term defined in the present document takes precedence over the definition of the same term, if any, in 3GPP TR 21.905 [1].
[bookmark: _Toc70512667][bookmark: _Toc70666581][bookmark: _Toc70666623][bookmark: _Toc70666664][bookmark: _Toc70666705][bookmark: _Toc70666745][bookmark: _Toc70666784][bookmark: _Toc70666843][bookmark: _Toc164753744][bookmark: _Toc165015785][bookmark: _Toc165015900]3.2	Symbols
For the purposes of the present document, the following symbols apply:
[bookmark: _Toc70512668][bookmark: _Toc70666582][bookmark: _Toc70666624][bookmark: _Toc70666665][bookmark: _Toc70666706][bookmark: _Toc70666746][bookmark: _Toc70666785][bookmark: _Toc70666844][bookmark: _Toc164753745][bookmark: _Toc165015786][bookmark: _Toc165015901]3.3	Abbreviations
For the purposes of the present document, the abbreviations given in 3GPP TR 21.905 [1] and the following apply. An abbreviation defined in the present document takes precedence over the definition of the same abbreviation, if any, in 3GPP TR 21.905 [1].
3GPP	3rd Generation Partnership Project
A-MPR	Additional Maximum Power Reduction
BB	Baseband
CBW	Channel Band Width
CIM	Counter Inter Modulation
FDD	Frequency Division Duplex
HPUE	High Power User Equipment
IMD	Inter Modulation Distortion
LTE	Long Term Evolution
MBW	Measurement Bandwidth
MPR	Maximum Power Reduction
NR	New Radio
NS	Network Signalling
OFDM	Orthogonal Frequency Division Multiplexing
OOB	Out of Band
PA	Power Amplifier
PC1	Power Class 1
RB	Resource Block
SEM	Spectrum Emission Mask
SCS	Sub Carrier Spacing
TDD	Time Division Duplex
TRX	Transceiver
UE	User Equipment
WI	Work Item

[bookmark: clause4][bookmark: _Toc70512669][bookmark: _Toc70666583][bookmark: _Toc70666625][bookmark: _Toc70666666][bookmark: _Toc70666707][bookmark: _Toc70666747][bookmark: _Toc70666786][bookmark: _Toc70666845][bookmark: _Toc164753746][bookmark: _Toc165015787][bookmark: _Toc165015902]4	Background
[bookmark: _Toc164753747][bookmark: _Toc165015788][bookmark: _Toc165015903]4.1	General
Rel-18 WI High-power UE operation for fixed-wireless/vehicle-mounted use cases in LTE bands and NR bands is a continuation for REL-17 basket WI High-power UE operation for fixed-wireless/vehicle-mounted use cases in LTE bands and NR bands.
[bookmark: _Toc164753748][bookmark: _Toc165015789][bookmark: _Toc165015904]4.2	Justification of the work
Support for fixed wireless and vehicle mounted user equipment usage scenarios, with broader rural coverage and higher data rates is envisioned as part of deployment configurations in LTE band 12, band 5 and band 13, and in NR band n5, n26, n13, n71 and n85. Improvements in coverage, availability, and throughput performance to meet the market demands associated with fixed wireless and vehicle mounted usage would be enabled with user equipment specified with a power class 1 (31dBm) up-link transmission capability.

The fixed wireless access scenario provides a variety of benefits consisting of rapid deployment, and a reduction of costs associated with the transport to a customer premise, relative to wireline types of transport. The enablement of fixed wireless user equipment provides backhauling services to an appropriate base station in a serving network, for any other equipment at the customer premise. Similarly, vehicle mounted access scenario provides both direct access to other devices and indirect access to other devices, via the network.

The REL17 WI on High-power UE operation for fixed-wireless/vehicle-mounted use cases in LTE bands and NR bands is completed with the approval of TR 37.828. REL17 completed all necessary core requirements, most of necessary co-existence studies and concluded release independence aspects.
Therefore, a REL18 WI can be started to further discuss and agree on the corresponding band specific HPUE requirements in the RAN4 specifications.
[bookmark: _Toc164753749][bookmark: _Toc165015790][bookmark: _Toc165015905]4.3	Objectives of the work
This is a basket WI including following E-UTRA and NR bands.
	Band
	contact company (email address)
	other supporters (min. 3)
	Status
	Release independent from

	5
	sebastian.thalanany@uscellular.com
	Nokia, Ericsson and Samsung
	Ongoing
	Rel-10

	12
	sebastian.thalanany@uscellular.com
	Nokia, Ericsson and Samsung
	Ongoing
	Rel-10

	13
	zheng.zhao@VERIZONWIRELESS.COM
	Nokia, Ericsson, Qualcomm and Samsung
	Ongoing
	Rel-10

	n5
	sebastian.thalanany@uscellular.com
	Nokia, Ericsson and Samsung
	Ongoing
	Rel-15

	n13
	zheng.zhao@VERIZONWIRELESS.COM
	Nokia,,Ericsson, Qualcomm and Samsung
	Ongoing
	Rel-15

	n26
	bill.shvodian@t-mobile.com
	Nokia, Ericsson, Deutsche Telekom
	Ongoing
	Rel-15

	n71
	bill.shvodian@t-mobile.com
	Nokia, Ericsson, Deutsche Telekom
	Ongoing
	Rel-15

	n85
	bill.shvodian@t-mobile.com
	Nokia, Ericsson, Deutsche Telekom
	Ongoing
	Rel-15




Band Specific objectives:
-	UE A-MPR, and impact of other related parameters.
-	see, R4-2210569 WF on A-MPR for bands n71 and n85
-	For other bands which have NS value do A-MPR for protection of other bands study
-	Investigate the feasibility of filter with small duplex for B13 and n13.

The corresponding HPUE requirements for fixed wireless/vehicular-mounted use cases for each can be included in the RAN4 specifications independently when the work on this band is complete, i.e. no need to wait for the completion of other bands. 
[bookmark: _Toc164753750][bookmark: _Toc165015791][bookmark: _Toc165015906]5 	Band specific requirements for a UE
Editor note: This section relates to the Band Specific objectives of the WI.
[bookmark: _Toc164753751][bookmark: _Toc165015792][bookmark: _Toc165015907]5.1	Bands n71 and n85
Editor note: All sub-clauses are not necessary for all bands.
[bookmark: _Toc164753752][bookmark: _Toc165015793][bookmark: _Toc165015908]5.1.1	REFSENS exception
[bookmark: _Toc164753753][bookmark: _Toc165015794][bookmark: _Toc165015909]5.1.2	A-MPR and MPR
[bookmark: _Toc164753754][bookmark: _Toc165015795][bookmark: _Toc165015910]5.1.2.1	A-MPR Simulation assumptions
The simulation assumptions are based on the WF [3]:
-	PC1 PA linearity is assumed (37dB ACLR for DFT-s-OFDM QPSK 20MHZ 100RB0 waveform with 1dB MPR).
-	Normal TRX impairments are assumed: 28dB carrier and image leakage, 60dB CIM3 and 70dB CIM5.
-	BB WOLA windowing aspects are covered.
-	At least QPSK DFT-s-OFDM full and edge allocations are evaluated for 5 and 20MHz CBW.
-	Other CBW and allocations are not precluded.
Other assumptions:
-	Channel bandwidths and subcarrier spacings according to TS 38.101-1 [4], Table 5.3.5-1:
Table 5.1.2-1: Additional requirements for "NS_35"
	NR
band
	SCS
[kHz]
	UE channel bandwidth [MHz]

	
	
	5
	10
	15
	20

	n71
	15
	yes
	yes
	yes
	yes

	
	30
	-
	yes
	yes
	yes

	n85
	15
	yes
	yes
	yes
	-

	
	30
	-
	yes
	yes
	-



-	Both OFDM and DFT-S-OFDM waveforms.
-	All modulations: pi/2-BPSK, QPSK, 16-QAM, 64-QAM, 256-QAM.
-	WOLA processing (window slope is 33 % of the short CP duration).
-	SEM for n71 (NS_35) according to TS 38.101-1 [4], Table 6.5.2.3.1-1:
Table 5.1.2-2: Additional requirements for "NS_35"
	ΔfOOB
(MHz)
	Channel bandwidth (MHz) / Spectrum emission limit (dBm)
	Measurement bandwidth

	
	5
	10
	15
	20
	

	 0-0.1
	-15 
	-18 
	-20
	-21
	30 kHz 

	 0.1-6
	-13
	-13
	-13
	-13
	100 kHz

	 6-10
	-251 
	-13
	-13
	-13
	100 kHz

	 10-15
	
	-251
	-13
	-13
	100 kHz

	 15-20
	
	
	-251 
	-13 
	100 kHz

	 20-25
	
	
	
	-25 
	1 MHz

	NOTE 1:	The measurement bandwidth shall be 1 MHz



-	SEM for n85 (NS_06) according to TS 38.101-1 [4], Table 6.5.2.3.4-1:
Table 5.1.2-3: Additional requirements for "NS_06" or "NS_07"
	ΔfOOB
(MHz)
	Channel bandwidth (MHz) / Spectrum emission limit (dBm)
	Measurement
bandwidth

	
	5
	10
	15
	

	± 0 – 0.1
	-15
	-18
	-20
	30 kHz

	± 0.1 – 1
	-13
	-13
	-13
	100 kHz

	± 1 – 6
	-13
	-13
	-13
	1 MHz

	± 6 – 10
	-25
	
	
	

	± 10 – 15
	
	-25
	
	

	± 15 – 20
	
	
	-25
	



-	General requirements as specified in TS 38.101-1 [4].

[bookmark: _Toc164753755][bookmark: _Toc165015796][bookmark: _Toc165015911]5.1.2.2	A-MPR Simulation results
[bookmark: _Hlk112080397]All valid channel bandwidth / SCS combinations for n71 and 85, both waveforms, all modulations, all contiguous RB allocations have been simulated. Results of the two bands were quite similar due to the similar SEMs. Examples of the results are shown in Figures 5.1.2-1 to 5.1.2-5.
[image: ][image: ]
Figure 5.1.2-1. n71 back-off for 5 MHz, 15 kHz
[image: ][image: ]
Figure 5.1.2-2. n71 back-off for 10 MHz, 15 kHz
[image: ][image: ]
Figure 5.1.2-3. n71 back-off for 20 MHz, 15 kHz
[image: ][image: ]
Figure 5.1.2-4. n85 back-off for 5 MHz, 15 kHz
[image: ][image: ]
Figure 5.1.2.2-5. n85 back-off for 15 MHz, 15 kHz

In both n71 and n85, the allocations needing A-MPR are confined to narrow allocations close to either channel edge. Figures 5.1.2-6 and 5.1.2-7 depict two different cases. By coincident, both cases require a similar back-off.
[image: ]
Figure 5.1.2-6. Example spectrum: 10 MHz, OFDM, QPSK, 15 kHz, 1RB@0,
gated by IMD5 hitting the spurious emission limit

[image: ]
Figure 5.1.2-7. Example spectrum: 10 MHz, DFT-S-OFDM, QPSK, 15 kHz, 1RB@0,
gated by regrowth hitting the innermost SEM segment with 30 kHz MBW

[bookmark: _Toc164753756][bookmark: _Toc165015797][bookmark: _Toc165015912]5.1.2.3	A-MPR
It is agreed to specify the A-MPR for both n71 and n85 as follows:
If RB allocation is within Region A, apply the A-MPR given in Table 5.1.2-4. Otherwise, apply the MPR.
Table 5.1.2-4. PC1 A-MPR for n71 and n85
	Waveform
	Modulation
	Region A

	DFT-S-OFDM
	pi/2-BPSK
	8.5

	
	QPSK
	8.5

	
	16-QAM
	8.5

	
	64-QAM
	8.5

	
	256-QAM
	8.5

	OFDM
	QPSK
	8.5

	
	16-QAM
	8.5

	
	64-QAM
	8.5

	
	256-QAM
	8.5



An RB allocation is within Region A if
( LCRB ≤ 0.20 ∙ NRB and ( RBstart = 0 or RBstart + LCRB = NRB ) )
or
( LCRB = 1 and 5 ∙ | RBstart + 0.5 – NRB / 2 | ∙ 12 ∙ SCS ≥ 1.5 ∙ CBW + 5 MHz ).

Above, RBstart and LCRB are the lowest RB index and size of the RB allocation, NRB is the total number of RBs in the channel, and CBW is the channel bandwidth. The colors in the formula are used below when referring to subexpressions. Region A is illustrated in Figure 5.1.2-8.
The first condition covers narrow allocations at channel edge with spectral regrowth hitting the SEM (the vertical / slanted subregions in Figure 8). The second condition covers cases with IMD5 (of the allocation and its image, superpositioned with CIM5) hitting the spurious limit (the horizontal subregions in Figure 5.1.2-8). The expression
| RBstart + 0.5 – NRB / 2 | ∙ 12 ∙ SCS gives the approximate distance of allocation center from channel center (given that LCRB=1). When multiplied with 5, we obtain the distance of the IMD5 component center from the channel center. The spurious region starts at the distance 1.5 ∙ CBW + 5 MHz from the channel center.The allocation ratio limit of 0.20 is required, e.g., in Figure 1 (DFT-S-OFDM) where the total RB count is  NRB = 25 and the greatest allocation size requiring A-MPR is LCRB = 5.
[image: ]
Figure 5.1.2-8. The proposed Region A

[bookmark: _Toc164753757][bookmark: _Toc165015798][bookmark: _Toc165015913]5.1.2.4	Edge allocations for PC2 and PC1.5
As previously discussed in WF [3], if PC1 PA are intrinsically more linear than PC2 and PC3 PAs with an ACLR requirement 37dB of versus 31dB and 30dB respectively, FWA and potentially vehicle mounted UEs may still reuse the BB IC and the RF transceiver from a smartphone platform. This means that both TRX carrier, image and CIM3/5 impairments apply but also the BB WOLA filtering will seek the same compromise that is found in smartphone platforms in terms of transient performance and margin to the channel guard-band on the waveform spectrum.
If there are agreed assumptions for carrier, image and CIM3/5 impairments, there is no agreed WOLA filtering. Still, some information is available through the PC2 and PC3 experience.
Edge allocations were first introduced for PC2 MPR for QPSK and higher order modulations. Only later this concept was reused for PC3 in the context of Pi/2 BPSK with power boosting.
If the different MPR tables for PC3, PC2, PC1.5 and PC1 extracted from 38.101-1 [4] and copied at the bottom are compared, and focus for QPSK modulation, it can be found that:
-	PC3 does not have edge allocations and outer MPR is 1dB and 3dB for DFT and CP respectively.
-	PC2 has edge allocation MPR of minimum 3.5dB across all modulations and outer MPR is 1dB and 3dB for DFT and CP respectively. Edge allocations are allocations within the two edge RBs on each side of the channel.
-	For PC1.5 (using FWA case to neglect issues related to reverse IMD) has edge allocation MPR of minimum 6.5dB across all modulations and outer MPR is 2dB and 4dB for DFT and CP respectively. Edge allocations are allocations within the four edge RBs on each side of the channel.
-	PC1 MPR does not have edge allocations but if the same transceiver and BB would be assumed than for PC2 and PC1.5, then it would be needed.
It can be observed that while outer MPR is relatively constant across PC3 to PC1.5, edge A-MPR is increased dB/dB with the power class level, it is constant across modulation orders and edge RB region doubles in size every 3dB of PCmax. This means that this is not related to the transmit path linearity, but the consequence of the input spectrum from the BB.
With the above observation and if the same BB WOLA filtering would be assumed, the PC1 MPR should also have an edge allocation type at 8.5dB minimum MPR (2dB above PC1.5) and cover the 7RB at both edge of the channel (4*10^(2/10) is 6.4 and corresponds to a 2dB increase of the edge region).
Note that this edge allocation MPR is worst for channel bandwidths with lower guard-bands, but when considering A-MPR, one should further check these allocations as some NS have more stringent requirements in the OOB first 1MHz, either in terms of level or measurement bandwidth.
Therefore, it is agreed on edge allocations:
-	If PC1 MPR needs to be representative of implementations using BB and RF transceivers from smartphone platforms, it should consider the addition of an edge allocation type with a minimum MPR of 8.5dB and an edge region of seven RBs.
-	It may be feasible to agree a slightly better value of 8dB or add signaling for the UE to declare the need for this additional allocation type.
-	Edge allocations with similar WOLA performance than evaluated for PC2 should be carefully checked for NS where the requirement in the first OOB MHz is more stringent or use smaller measurement bandwidth than NR SEM.; especially for channel bandwidths with small guard-bands.
Table 6.2.2-1 Maximum power reduction (MPR) for power class 3
	Modulation
	MPR (dB)

	
	Edge RB allocations
	Outer RB allocations
	Inner RB allocations

	DFT-s-OFDM
	Pi/2 BPSK
	≤ 3.51
	≤ 1.21
	≤ 0.21

	
	
	≤ 0.52
	≤ 0.52
	02

	
	Pi/2 BPSK w Pi/2 BPSK DMRS
	≤ 0.52
	02
	02

	
	QPSK
	≤ 1
	0

	
	16 QAM
	≤ 2
	≤ 1

	
	64 QAM
	≤ 2.5

	
	256 QAM
	≤ 4.5

	CP-OFDM
	QPSK
	≤ 3
	≤ 1.5

	
	16 QAM
	≤ 3
	≤ 2

	
	64 QAM
	≤ 3.5

	
	256 QAM
	≤ 6.5

	[bookmark: _Hlk525291220]NOTE 1:	Applicable for UE operating in TDD mode with Pi/2 BPSK modulation and UE indicates support for UE capability powerBoosting-pi2BPSK and if the IE powerBoostPi2BPSK is set to 1 and 40 % or less slots in radio frame are used for UL transmission for bands n40, n41, n77, n78 and n79. The reference power of 0 dB MPR is 26 dBm.
NOTE 2:	Applicable for UE operating in FDD mode, or in TDD mode in bands other than n40, n41, n77, n78 and n79 with Pi/2 BPSK modulation and if the IE powerBoostPi2BPSK is set to 0 and if more than 40 % of slots in radio frame are used for UL transmission for bands n40, n41, n77, n78 and n79.



Table 6.2.2-2 Maximum power reduction (MPR) for power class 2
	Modulation
	MPR (dB)

	
	Edge RB allocations
	Outer RB allocations
	Inner RB allocations

	DFT-s-OFDM
	Pi/2 BPSK
	≤ 3.5
	≤ 0.5
	0

	
	QPSK
	≤ 3.5
	≤ 1
	0

	
	16 QAM
	≤ 3.5
	≤ 2
	≤ 1

	
	64 QAM
	≤ 3.5
	≤ 2.5

	
	256 QAM
	≤ 4.5

	CP-OFDM
	QPSK
	≤ 3.5
	≤ 3
	≤ 1.5

	
	16 QAM
	≤ 3.5
	≤ 3
	≤ 2

	
	64 QAM
	≤ 3.5

	
	256 QAM
	≤ 6.5



Table 6.2D.2-3 Maximum power reduction (MPR) for power class 1.5 with dual Tx
	Modulation
	MPR (dB)

	
	Edge RB allocations
	Outer RB allocations
	Inner RB allocations

	DFT-s-OFDM
	Pi/2 BPSK
	≤ 6
	≤ 1.5
	≤ 0

	
	QPSK
	≤ 6.5
	≤ 2
	≤ 0

	
	16 QAM
	≤ 6.5
	≤ 3
	≤ 1

	
	64 QAM
	≤ 6.5
	≤ 3.5
	≤ 3

	
	256 QAM
	≤ 6.5
	≤ 5.5
	≤ 5.5

	CP-OFDM
	QPSK
	≤ 6.5
	≤ 4
	≤ 1.5

	
	16 QAM
	≤ 6.5
	≤ 4
	≤ 2

	
	64 QAM
	≤ 6.5
	≤ 4.5
	≤ 4

	
	256 QAM
	≤ 7.5
	≤ 7.5
	≤ 7.5

	NOTE 1:	This table is targeted to large FWA form factor with 20 dB or above antenna isolation.



Table 6.2.2-5 Maximum power reduction (MPR) for power class 1
	Modulation
	MPR (dB)

	
	Edge RB allocations
	Outer RB allocations
	Inner RB allocations

	DFT-s-OFDM
	Pi/2 BPSK
	≤ 0.5
	≤ 0.5
	0

	
	Pi/2 BPSK w Pi/2 BPSK DMRS
	≤ 0.5
	0
	0

	
	QPSK
	≤ 1
	0

	
	16 QAM
	≤ 2
	≤ 1

	
	64 QAM
	≤ 2.5

	
	256 QAM
	≤ 4.5

	CP-OFDM
	QPSK
	≤ 3
	≤ 1.5

	
	16 QAM
	≤ 3
	≤ 2

	
	64 QAM
	≤ 3.5

	
	256 QAM
	≤ 6.5



[bookmark: _Toc164753758][bookmark: _Toc165015799][bookmark: _Toc165015914]5.1.2.5	MPR Simulation results
Figure 5.1.2-9 shows the simulated power back-off for SEM-limited RB allocations at or close to channel edge, due to linear spectral regrowth caused by the windowing effect. Each marker represents a combination of CBW / waveform / modulation; its value is the maximum back-off among all combinations of SCS / RB allocation. Included are only parameter combinations that exceed the respective MPR of the given RB allocation.
Figure 5.1.2-9 shows a clear dependence between the back-off and CBW.

[image: ]
Figure 5.1.2-9: Simulated back-off and allowed MPR

For the SEM-limited RB allocations, the back-off is determined primarily by two factors:
-	The emission limit in the first SEM segment at channel edge: The SEM limit is -13 dBm below 50 MHz CBW and -24 dBm from 50 MHz upwards (from Table 6.5.2.2-1 in TS 38.101-1 [4]). This can be seen as a sudden rise of back-off at 50 MHz CBW.
-	The guard-to-SCS ratio, i.e, the ratio of minimum guard band width (from TS 38.101-1, Table 5.3.3-1) to the SCS: On the frequency axis, the linear spectral regrowth due to windowing scales with the SCS. The smaller the guard-to-SCS ratio, the higher emission and thus the higher required power back-off. Below 50 MHz CBW, the guard-to-SCS ratio mostly increases with increasing CBW, resulting in decreasing needed back-off. From 50 MHz upwards, the guard-to-SCS ratio mostly decreases with increasing CBW, resulting in increasing needed back-off.
[bookmark: _Hlk118295655]From the simulation data, the allowed MPR can be defined as described in clause 5.1.2.6. This will avoid allowing MPR that is more than necessary. For example, adopting a proposal to define the allowed MPR with a common value for all CBW <50 MHz and a common value for all CBW ≥50 MHz will result in a 2dB power back-off more than necessary for 45 MHz and 50 MHz CBW which, in turn, would lead to 2dB UL coverage loss. This is illustrated as green lines in Figure 5.1.2-9.
The Edge RB allocations are narrow allocations at or close to channel edge, so that their linear spectral regrowth reaches beyond the channel edge and its PSD is sufficient to violate the SEM. The required maximum RB allocation size of Edge RB allcoations is illustrated in Figure 5.1.2-10.
[image: ]
Figure 5.1.2-10: Maximum allocation size of Edge RB allocations as function of channel bandwidth

[bookmark: _Hlk118295867]From the simulation data, the set of Edge RB allocations can be specified separately for all CBW <50 MHz and for all CBW ≥50 MHz as described in clause 5.1.2.6.

[bookmark: _Toc164753759][bookmark: _Toc165015800][bookmark: _Toc165015915]5.1.2.6	MPR
It is agreed to specify the FR1 PC1 MPR for all operating bands as follows, except for band n14 MPR which is keep as it is:
Specify the MPR for Edge RB allocations as follows:
For PC1 UE supporting other bands than n14 the MPR for Edge RB allocation is defined as follows for two distinguished channel bandwidths groups as:
Within the <50MHz channel bandwidth group:

Within the ≥50MHz channel bandwidth group:

where CEIL(x,0.5 dB) means rounding x upwards to the closest multiple of 0.5 dB.

Specify the set of Edge RB allocations as follows:
For PC1 UE supporting other bands than n14 RB allocation is an Edge RB allocation if
 AND (  OR  ),
where

For  with DFT-S-OFDM waveform and pi/2-BPSK, QPSK, or 16-QAM modulation, Otherwise, 

[bookmark: _Toc164753760][bookmark: _Toc165015801][bookmark: _Toc165015916]5.1.3	Feasibility of the filter
[bookmark: _Toc164753761][bookmark: _Toc165015802][bookmark: _Toc165015917]5.1.4		Feasibility of the PA
[bookmark: _Toc164753762][bookmark: _Toc165015803][bookmark: _Toc165015918]5.1.5	Other
[bookmark: _Toc164753763][bookmark: _Toc165015804][bookmark: _Toc165015919]5.2	Bands n100 and n101
[bookmark: _Toc164753764][bookmark: _Toc165015805][bookmark: _Toc165015920]5.2.1	REFSENS exception
Not needed.
[bookmark: _Toc164753765][bookmark: _Toc165015806][bookmark: _Toc165015921]5.2.2	A-MPR and MPR
General MPR can be used and no A-MPR is necessary are there are not additional regional requirements which are more stringent than current 3GPP requirements.
[bookmark: _Toc164753766][bookmark: _Toc165015807][bookmark: _Toc165015922]5.2.3		ECC requirements
From ECC Decision (20)02 Harmonised use of the paired frequency bands 874.4-880.0 MHz and 919.4-925.0 MHz and of the unpaired frequency band 1900-1910 MHz for Railway Mobile Radio (RMR) [2] we can find relevant requirements for UE in Annex 2.2 for n100 and 3.2 for n101, see below.
A 2.2 Technical conditions for RMR cab-radio using wideband technologies
For radio access technologies other than GSM-R, the following parameters apply:
-	Maximum output power: higher than 23 dBm and up to 31 dBm;
-	ACLR[footnoteRef:2]: 37 dB minimum; [2: ] 

-	Uplink power control is mandatory and shall be activated.

A 3.2 Technical conditions for RMR cab-radio using wideband technologies
The following parameters apply:
-	Maximum output power: 31 dBm;
-	ACLR: 37 dB minimum;
-	Unwanted output power in 1920-1980 MHz:
-	-25 dBm/MHz maximum in 1920-1925 MHz;
-	-30 dBm/MHz maximum in 1925-1980 MHz;
-	Uplink power control is mandatory and shall be activated.
[bookmark: _Toc164753767][bookmark: _Toc165015808][bookmark: _Toc165015923]5.2.3.1	n100 compliance
ECC Decision (20)02 mentions two technical conditions for RMR-HPUE- radio using wideband technologies and those are  
-	Maximum output power: higher than 23 dBm and up to 31 dBm
-	ACLR : 37 dB minimum
which both are aligned with 3GPP specification therefore no additional requirements are needed for 3GPP specifications for PC1 operation on bands n100 and n101.
[bookmark: _Toc164753768][bookmark: _Toc165015809][bookmark: _Toc165015924]5.2.3.2	n101 compliance
ECC Decision (20)02 mentions four technical conditions for RMR-HPUE - radio using wideband technologies and those are  
-	Maximum output power: 31 dBm;
-	ACLR: 37 dB minimum;
-	Unwanted output power in 1920-1980 MHz:
-	-25 dBm/MHz maximum in 1920-1925 MHz;
-	-30 dBm/MHz maximum in 1925-1980 MHz;
-	Uplink power control is mandatory and shall be activated.
Maximum output power, ACLR and power control are all aligned with 3GPP specifications inherently but unwanted output power in 1920-1980 MHz needs some investigation.
In Figure 1 we compare ECC Decision (20)02 Unwanted output power in 1920-1980 MHz requirement to 3GPP general emission mask and can observe that bot 5 MHz and 10 MHz channel bandwidth 3GPP general emission mask inherently guarantees compliance to ECC Decision (20)02 requirement therefore no additional 3GPP requirements are needed for PC1 operation on bands n100 and n101.

[image: ]
Figure 5.25.1.3.2-1: comparison of ECC Decision (20)02 Unwanted output power requirement to 3GPP general emission mask
[bookmark: _Toc164753769][bookmark: _Toc165015810][bookmark: _Toc165015925]5.2.4		ECC Report 318
It is stated in the Executive Summary of the ECC Report 318 [6] that:
For both 900 MHz and 1900 MHz bands, Monte Carlo studies based on SEAMCAT have been conducted and show that the interference from FRMCS cab-radio of 31 dBm output power to MFCN uplink is acceptable when uplink power-control is implemented and activated and with unwanted emissions as described in Annex 10. 
Annex 9 provides a worst-case analysis based on an MCL calculation for the case without FRMCS cab-radio uplink power control. It concludes that this could result in harmful interferences unless unwanted emissions from cab-radio would be reduced to -53 dBm/MHz in the 880-915 MHz and 1920-1980 MHz frequency ranges. 
FRMCS cab-radios shall therefore implement and activate uplink power control in the 900 MHz and 1900 MHz band. FRMCS high-power cab-radios are not permitted to operate without uplink power control. 
From ECC Report 318 it can be seen that ECC has performed Monte Carlo studies that show that the interference from FRMCS cab-radio of 31 dBm output power to MFCN uplink is acceptable when uplink power-control is implemented and activated.
[bookmark: _Toc164753770][bookmark: _Toc165015811][bookmark: _Toc165015926]5.3	Band 12
Editor note: All sub-clauses are not necessary for all bands.
[bookmark: _Toc164753771][bookmark: _Toc165015812][bookmark: _Toc165015927]5.3.1	REFSENS exception
[bookmark: _Toc164753772][bookmark: _Toc165015813][bookmark: _Toc165015928]5.3.2	A-MPR and MPR
[bookmark: _Toc164753773][bookmark: _Toc165015814][bookmark: _Toc165015929]5.3.2.1	A-MPR Simulation assumptions
The simulation assumptions are as follows:
-	PC1 PA linearity is assumed (37dB ACLR for DFT-s-OFDM QPSK 20MHz 100RB0 waveform with 1dB MPR).
-	Normal TRX impairments are assumed: 28dB carrier and image leakage, 60dB CIM3 and 70dB CIM5.
-	BB filtering is assumed.
-	At least QPSK DFT-s-OFDM full and edge allocations are evaluated for 1.4, 3, 5 and 10MHz CBW.
-	Other CBW and allocations are not precluded.

Other assumptions:
-	Channel bandwidths and subcarrier spacings according to TS 36.101-1 [4], Table 5.6.1-1:
Table 5.3.2-1: E-UTRA channel bandwidth
	E-UTRA band / Channel bandwidth

	E-UTRA Band
	1.4 MHz
	3 MHz
	5 MHz
	10 MHz
	15 MHz
	20 MHz

	12
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	
	



-	DFT-S-OFDM waveforms.
-	All modulations: QPSK, 16-QAM, 64-QAM, 256-QAM.
-	BB filtering.
-	SEM for Band 12 (NS_06) according to TS 36.101-1 [4], Table 6.6.2.2.3-1:
Table 5.3.2-2: Additional requirements
	
	Spectrum emission limit (dBm)/ Channel bandwidth 

	ΔfOOB
(MHz)
	1.4
MHz
	3.0
MHz
	5
MHz
	10
MHz
	Measurement bandwidth

	 0-0.1
	-13
	-13
	-15 
	-18 
	30 kHz 

	 0.1-1
	-13
	-13
	-13
	-13
	100 kHz

	 1-2.5
	-13
	-13
	-13
	-13
	1 MHz

	 2.5-2.8
	-25
	-13
	-13
	-13
	1 MHz

	 2.8-5
	
	-13
	-13
	-13
	1 MHz

	 5-6
	
	-25
	-13
	-13
	1 MHz

	 6-10
	
	
	-25
	-13
	1 MHz

	 10-15
	
	
	
	-25
	1 MHz



-	General requirements as specified in TS 36.101 [5].

[bookmark: _Toc164753774][bookmark: _Toc106358939][bookmark: _Toc165015815][bookmark: _Toc165015930]5.3.2.2	A-MPR Simulation results
All valid channel bandwidth / SCS combinations for Band 12, for DFT-s-OFDM, all modulations, all contiguous RB allocations have been simulated. The results are shown in Figures 5.3.2-1 to 5.3.2-4, which present the required total back-off (MPR + A-MPR) for allocations where MPR alone is insufficient.
[image: ][image: ]
[image: ][image: ]
Figure 5.3.2-1. Band 12 back-off for 1.4 MHz (shown only where exceeds the MPR)
[image: ][image: ]
[image: ][image: ]
Figure 5.3.2-2. Band 12 back-off for 3 MHz (shown only where exceeds the MPR)
[image: ][image: ]
[image: ][image: ]
Figure 5.3.2-3. Band 12 back-off for 5 MHz (shown only where exceeds the MPR)
[image: ][image: ]
[image: ][image: ]
Figure 5.3.2-4. Band 12 back-off for 10 MHz (shown only where exceeds the MPR)
[bookmark: _Toc164753775][bookmark: _Toc165015816][bookmark: _Toc165015931]5.3.2.3	A-MPR
It is agreed to specify the A-MPR for Band 12 as follows:
Table 5.3.2-3: A-MPR for "NS_06" for Power Class 1 UE
	Channel bandwidth [MHz]
	LCRB
	Allocation positions
	Modulation / A-MPR [dB]

	
	
	
	QPSK
	16-QAM
	64-QAM
	256-QAM

	1.4
	all
	all
	0
	0
	0
	0

	3
	= 15
	RBstart = 0
	1
	0.5
	0
	0

	5
	 15
	RBstart  2
or
RBstart + LCRB  23
	1
	0.5
	0
	0

	10
	 18
	RBstart  2
or
RBstart + LCRB  48
	1
	0.5
	0
	0


[bookmark: _Toc164753776][bookmark: _Toc165015817][bookmark: _Toc165015932]5.3.3	Feasibility of the filter
[bookmark: _Toc164753777][bookmark: _Toc165015818][bookmark: _Toc165015933]5.3.4	Feasibility of the PA
[bookmark: _Toc164753778][bookmark: _Toc165015819][bookmark: _Toc165015934]5.3.5	Other
[bookmark: _Toc164753779][bookmark: _Toc165015820][bookmark: _Toc165015935]5.4	Bands n7
[bookmark: _Toc164753780][bookmark: _Toc165015821][bookmark: _Toc165015936]5.4.1	REFSENS exception
Not needed.
[bookmark: _Toc164753781][bookmark: _Toc165015822][bookmark: _Toc165015937]5.4.2	A-MPR and MPR
[bookmark: _Toc164753782][bookmark: _Toc165015823][bookmark: _Toc165015938]5.4.2.1 	Simulation assumption
-	Operating band n7 (2500 MHz – 2570 MHz)
-	Power class PC1
-	WOLA processing
-	I/Q image -28 dBc
-	Carrier leakage -28 dBc
-	CIM3 -60 dBc, CIM5 -70 dBc
-	Only additional spurious emission mask is simulated. Other gating factors (ACLR, SEM, etc.) are excluded.
-	Additional spurious emission mask for NS_46:
Table 6.5.3.3.25-1: Additional requirements for “NS_46”
	Protected band
	Frequency range (MHz)
	Maximum Level (dBm)
	MBW (MHz)
	NOTE

	Frequency range
	2570
	-
	2575
	+1.6
	5
	1, 2

	Frequency range
	2575
	-
	2595
	-15.5
	5
	1, 2

	Frequency range
	2595
	-
	2620
	-40
	1
	1

	NOTE 1:	This requirement is applicable for all carriers confined in 2500-2570 MHz. Sepcial restrictions apply for channel bandwidths up to 20MHz: For carriers of 15 MHz bandwidth when carrier centre frequency is within the range 2560.5 - 2562.5 MHz and for carriers of 20 MHz bandwidth when carrier centre frequency is within the range 2552 - 2560 MHz the requirement is applicable only for an uplink transmission bandwidth less than or equal to 54 RB with the minimum supported SCS of 15KHz.
NOTE 2:	For these adjacent bands, the emission limit could imply risk of harmful interference to UE(s) operating in the protected operating band.



[bookmark: _Toc164753783][bookmark: _Toc165015824][bookmark: _Toc165015939]5.4.2.2 	Simulation results
5 MHz and 10 MHz CBWs do not require A-MPR. Furthermore, A-MPR can be avoided for certain center frequencies for up to 30 MHz CBW, as detailed in Table 1.
Table 5.4.2.2-1: The center frequencies where A-MPR is not needed according to simulations. For higher CBWs A-MPR cannot be avoided anywhere in the operating band. Lower CBWs do not need A-MPR anywhere in the operating band.
	Channel Bandwidth [MHz]
	Fc, noAMPR
[MHz]

	15
	≤ 2559.84

	20
	≤ 2547.67

	25
	≤ 2535.50

	30
	≤ 2523.35



The largest backoff values in the lower left corners of the triangles are due to CIM3 hitting the -40 dBm mask segment and they can reach up to 25 dB for OFDMA. In Fig. 1 we provide examples of simulated A-MPR for 50 MHz channel at both lower and upper edge of the operating band.
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Figure 5.4.2.2-1: A-MPR triangles
[bookmark: _Toc164753784][bookmark: _Toc165015825][bookmark: _Toc165015940]5.4.2.3 	A-MPR specification
Table 5.4.2.3-1: The proposed A-MPR regions.
	Channel Bandwidth, MHz
	Carrier Center Frequency, Fc, MHz
	Regions
	A-MPR

	
	
	RBend*12*SCS
MHz
	LCRB*12*SCS
MHz
	

	15 MHz
	Fc > 2559.5
	≥ 11.8
	≥ -1.8*12*SCS*RBend + 32.5
	A1

	
	
	≥ 13.3
	≤ 1.62
	A2

	20 MHz
	Fc > 2547.5
	≥ 15.3
	≥ -1.5*12*SCS*RBend + 36.5
	A1

	
	
	≥ 15
	≤ 5.7
	A2

	25 MHz
	Fc > 2547.5
	≥ 17
	≥ -1.5*12*SCS*RBend + 43.5
	A3

	
	
	≥ 18.5
	≤ 6.7
	A2

	
	2535.5 < Fc ≤ 2547.5
	≥ 21.6
	≥ 21.6
	A5

	
	
	≥ 20.5
	≤ 5.6
	A2

	30 MHz
	2523 < Fc ≤ 2545
	≥ 22.5
	≥ -0.7*12*SCS*RBend + 41.0
	A5

	
	
	≥ 23.4
	≤ 7.2
	A2

	
	Fc > 2545
	≥ 20.0
	≥ -1.5*12*SCS*RBend + 50.5
	A8

	
	
	≥ 21.6
	≤ 7.2
	A9

	
	
	≤ 9.6
	≥ 1.1*12*SCS*RBend - 1.5
	A7

	35 MHz
	Fc ≤ 2532.5
	≥ 28
	≤ 7.2
	A2

	
	2532.5 < Fc ≤ 2542.5
	≥ 27.7
	≥ -1.2*12*SCS*RBend + 59.4
	A4

	
	
	≥ 24.5
	≤ 7.2
	A2

	
	Fc > 2542.5
	≤ 18.4
	≥ 1.15*12*SCS*RBend – 3.4
	A7

	
	
	≥ 21.6
	≥ 9, ≥ -1.2*12*SCS*RBend + 47
	A8

	
	
	≥ 23
	< 9
	A9

	40 MHz
	Fc > 2540
	≤ 24
	≥ 1.15*12*SCS*RBend - 6
	A7

	
	
	 > 24, < 35
	≥ -0.75*12*SCS*RBend + 40.5
	A9

	
	
	≥ 34
	> 7.2
	A9

	
	
	≥ 27
	> 2.2, ≤ 7.2
	A8

	
	
	≥ 27
	≤ 2.2
	A9

	
	2530 < Fc ≤ 2540
	≤ 10.8
	≥ 1.2*12*SCS*RBend – 2
	A7

	
	
	≥ 29
	≤ 7.2
	A9

	
	
	≥ 28
	≥ -1*12*SCS*RBend + 56
	A10

	
	Fc ≤ 2530
	≥ 30
	≤ 7.2
	A2

	50 MHz
	Fc > 2535
	≤ 19
	≥ 1.17*12*SCS*RBend – 10
	A7

	
	
	> 19, ≤ 29.5
	≥ 1.17*12*SCS*RBend – 10
	A11

	
	
	> 29.5
	> 12.8, ≥ -1.15*12*SCS*RBend + 60
	A9

	
	
	> 41
	> 7.2, ≤ 12.8
	A12

	
	
	≥ 33
	> 2.2, ≤ 7.2
	A8

	
	
	≥ 33
	≤ 2.2
	A9

	
	2525 < Fc ≤ 2535
	≤ 14
	≥ 1.17*12*SCS*RBend – 6
	A7

	
	
	> 14, ≤ 26
	≥ 1.17*12*SCS*RBend – 6
	A11

	
	
	≥ 34
	> 22.5, ≥ -1.25*12*SCS*RBend + 77.5
	A8

	
	
	≥ 43
	> 7.2, ≤ 22.5
	A12

	
	
	≥ 35
	> 2.2, ≤ 7.2
	A8

	
	
	≥ 35
	≤ 2.2
	A9

	
	Fc = 2525
	≥ 47
	≥ -1*12*SCS*RBend + 94
	A13

	
	
	≤ 9
	≥ 1.14*12*SCS*RBend – 2
	A7

	
	
	≥ 37.4
	> 2.2, ≤ 7.6
	A8

	
	
	≥ 37.4
	≤ 2.2
	A9



Table 3: The proposed A-MPR values.
	Modulation/Waveform
	A1
	A2
	A3
	A4
	A5
	A6
	A7
	A8
	A9
	A10
	A11
	A12
	A13

	
	Outer/Inner
	Outer/Inner
	Outer/Inner
	Outer/Inner
	Outer/Inner
	Outer/Inner
	Outer/Inner
	Outer/Inner
	Outer/Inner
	Outer/Inner
	Outer/Inner
	Outer/Inner
	Outer/Inner

	DFT-s-OFDM
	PI/2 BPSK
	2
	
	2
	1
	1
	3
	6.5
	5
	6
	4
	
	4
	2.5

	
	QPSK
	3
	4
	3
	2
	2
	6
	11.5
	6
	6
	5
	
	4
	4

	
	16 QAM
	3
	6.5
	3
	
	
	6
	15
	6
	6.5
	5
	
	4
	4

	
	64 QAM
	3
	7
	3
	
	
	6
	16
	6
	7
	5
	
	4
	4

	
	256 QAM
	
	7
	
	
	
	6
	16.5
	6
	7
	5
	
	
	

	CP-OFDM
	QPSK
	4
	12.5
	6
	4
	
	6.5
	25
	9
	12.5
	5.5
	10
	5
	4

	
	16 QAM
	4
	12.5
	6
	4
	
	6.5
	25
	9
	13
	5.5
	10
	5
	4

	
	64 QAM
	4
	13
	6
	
	
	6.5
	25
	9
	13
	5.5
	10
	5
	4

	
	256 QAM
	
	13
	
	
	
	
	25
	9
	13
	
	10
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Fc = 2545 MHz

Figure 5.4.2.3-1: The proposed A-MPR regions in A-MPR triangle format
[bookmark: _Toc164753785][bookmark: _Toc165015826][bookmark: _Toc165015941]5.5	Band n41
[bookmark: _Toc164753786][bookmark: _Toc165015827][bookmark: _Toc165015942]5.5.1	REFSENS exception
Not needed.
[bookmark: _Toc164753787][bookmark: _Toc165015828][bookmark: _Toc165015943]5.5.2	A-MPR and MPR		
[bookmark: _Toc164753788][bookmark: _Toc165015829][bookmark: _Toc165015944]5.5.2.1 A-MPR simulation assumption
-	Operating band n41 (2496 MHz – 2690 MHz)
-	Power class PC1
-	WOLA processing
-	I/Q image -28 dBc
-	Carrier leakage -28 dBc
-	CIM3 -60 dBc, CIM5 -70 dBc
-	Only additional SEM and additional spurious emission mask are simulated. Other gating factors (ACLR, etc.) are excluded.
-	Additional SEM and additional spurious emission mask for NS_04:
In TS 38.101-1, NS_04 defines both an additional spectrum emission mask and an additional spurious emission mask:
Table 6.5.2.3.2-3: n41 and n90 SEM with "NS_04"
	ΔfOOB 
MHz
	Channel bandwidth (MHz) / Spectrum emission limit (dBm)
	Measurement
bandwidth

	
	5
	10
	15
	20
	25
	30
	35
	40
	45
	50
	60
	70
	80
	90
	100
	

	± 0 - 1
	-10

	
	
	2 % channel bandwidth

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	-10
	1 MHz

	± 1 - 5
	-10
	1 MHz

	± 5 - X
	-13
	

	± X - (BWChannel + 5 MHz)
	-25
	

	NOTE 1:	X is defined in Table 6.5.2.3.2-1 for CP-OFDM and 6.5.2.3.2-2 for DFT-S-OFDM




Table 6.5.3.3.1-1: Additional requirements for "NS_04"
	Frequency range
(MHz)
	Channel bandwidth (MHz) / Spectrum emission limit (dBm)
	Measurement bandwidth

	
	10, 15, 20, 30, 40, 50, 60, 80, 90, 100 MHz
	

	2495 ≤ f < 2496
	-13
	1 % of Channel BW

	2490.5 ≤ f < 2495
	-13
	1 MHz

	0.009 < f < 2490.5
	-25
	1 MHz




[bookmark: _Toc164753789][bookmark: _Toc165015830][bookmark: _Toc165015945]5.5.2.2 A-MPR simulation results
[bookmark: _Toc164753790][bookmark: _Toc165015831][bookmark: _Toc165015946]5.5.2.2.1 General
The SEM for NS_04 does not require A-MPR in PC1. Thus, the A-MPR will be entirely based on the additional spurious mask. 256-QAM does not need A-MPR due to its high MPR.
Fig. 5.5.2.2-1 and 5.5.2.2-2 show examples of A-MPR needed due to the additional spurious emission mask when the channel is at the lower edge of n41. The triangle plots show only allocations that need A-MPR. We can distinguish the following allocation regions:
-	spectral regrowth (the largest area on the left)
-	IMD3 of RB allocation and its image (narrow allocations close to lower channel edge)
-	CIM3 (narrow allocations close to upper channel edge)
-	edge allocations at the lower channel edge (typically too few to be visible in the figures)
These regions are depicted in Fig. 5.5.2.2-3.
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Figure 5.5.2.2-1: Simulated back-off for QPSK 
in 20 MHz channel at lower edge of n41
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Figure 5.5.2.2-2: Simulated back-off for QPSK 
in 100 MHz channel at lower edge of n41
[image: ]
Figure 5.5.2.2-3: Simplified sketch of the allocation regions; the edge region is 
too small to be visible; “MPR” indicates the region where A-MPR is not applied
In PC3, NS_04 A-MPR was applied in a binary manner: if the channel is close to the lower band edge, fixed A-MPR is applied; if the channel is far enough away from the lower band edge, A-MPR is not applied. This results in excess A-MPR that grows with increasing distance from the lower band edge.
For PC1, NS_04 A-MPR is specified as
A-MPR = max( MPR, A-MPRregrowth, A-MPRIMD3, A-MPRCIM3, A-MPRedge ),
The A-MPR components of this formula are explained in the following sections.
This formula allows to define the A-MPR component values separately without explicitly defining their allocation regions. There will be implicit allocation regions determined by which of the component A-MPR values is the greatest. Such implicit regions depend on the position of the channel in the operating band. Determining such region boundaries may help understand the proposed scheme but is not needed in implementation.
[bookmark: _Toc164753791][bookmark: _Toc165015832][bookmark: _Toc165015947]5.5.2.2.2 A-MPR based on spectral regrowth
The A-MPR needed due to spectral regrowth, A-MPRregrowth,  depends on how deep the regrowth reaches into the protected frequency region. This depends on the frequency distance between the protected region and RB allocation. We refer to this distance as the total guard bandwith (TGBW). TGBW is the sum of the following distances / bandwidths as depicted in Fig. 5.5.2.2-4:
-	distance between the protected frequency region and closest operating band edge
-	distance between operating band edge and channel edge (frequency offset in NS_04 PC3 A-MPR spec)
-	guard band within the channel
-	unallocated RBs between the guard and RB allocation
[image: A diagram of a channel
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Figure 5.5.2.2-4: Total guard bandwidth (TGBW) for protected region below the UL operating band
Among regrowth-limited allocations, for given allocation bandwidth and TGBW, the channel bandwidth and SCS have a negligible effect on required power back-off. Thus, the simulation results of all channel bandwidths and SCSs can be combined, and that causes barely any excess A-MPR because the TGBW approach takes into account the different guard bandwidths of CBWs and SCSs.
Fig. 5.5.2.2-5 to 5.5.2.2-11 present the TGBW required to avoid violating the NS_04 additional spurious emission mask, as a function of allocation bandwidth. Each blue dot represents the maximum TGBW among all allocations with the same allocation bandwidth and back-off. Notice that the TGBW is placed on the horizontal axis, while the allocation bandwidth is on the vertical axis. This corresponds to allocation triangle plots like Fig. 5.5.2.2-1 and 5.5.2.2-2: the vertical axis represents the allocation size (Hz or RB) whereas the horizontal axis represents the (partial) distance from the emission mask (also Hz or RB). Correspondingly, the shapes in Fig. 5.5.2.2-5 to 5.5.2.2-11 resemble those of the regrowth region in Fig. 5.5.2.2-1 and 5.5.2.2-2. The difference is that each RB-based triangle is valid only for a single combination of CBW, SCS, and frequency offset, whereas a TGBW plot conveniently represents all CBWs, SCSs, and frequency offsets.
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Figure 5.5.2.2-5: DFT-S-OFDM, pi/2-BPSK
[image: ]
Figure 5.5.2.2-6: DFT-S-OFDM, QPSK
[image: ]
Figure 5.5.2.2-7: DFT-S-OFDM, 16-QAM
[image: ]
Figure 5.5.2.2-8: DFT-S-OFDM, 64-QAM
[image: ]
Figure 5.5.2.2-9: OFDM, QPSK
[image: ]
[bookmark: _Hlk147465548]Figure 5.5.2.2-10: OFDM, 16-QAM
[image: ]
Figure 5.5.2.2-11: OFDM, 64-QAM
In Fig. 5.5.2.2-5 to 5.5.2.2-11, each green line displays a second-order polynomial fitted to the corresponding blue data points as a nearest upper bound for the TGBW. These are TGBW thresholds, defined as 

where the coefficients , , and  are defined separately for each waveform, modulation, and tentative A-MPR value A. The polynomials have been fitted in such a way that their proper ordering is guaranteed, i.e., always  for , i.e., a lower back-off requires a larger TGBW. In the above polynomial, division by 100 MHz ensures convenient scaling and units for the polynomial coefficients.
The curved green TGBW threshold lines correspond to boundaries of quantized back-off values in Fig. 5.5.2.2-1 and 5.5.2.2-2. The curved shape is caused by two phenomena:
-	The spectral regrowth of a very narrow allocation cannot reach the additional spurious emission mask, particularly -its strictest segment. The wider the allocation, the deeper its regrowth reaches into the protected frequency region.
-	Beyond a certain allocation bandwidth, the allocation PSD becomes so low that the spectral regrowth becomes weaker, eventually rendering it unable to violate the additional spurious emission mask.
The magenta lines show the approximation error for each data point. The fit is not perfect, but the resulting excess A-MPR is still much lower than in earlier methods of specifying A-MPR.
The regrowth-based A-MPR value, A-MPRregrowth, is determined through the inequalities given in Table 5.5.2.3-1. The coefficients for the TGBW threshold polynomials are given in Table 5.5.2.3-2.
Fig. 5.5.2.2-12 depicts the regrowth-based A-MPR in pseudocolor in a similar way as allocation triangles, e.g., Fig. 5.5.2.2-1. However, instead of a single channel bandwidth at given center frequency, this figure covers the entire n41 and applies to all channel bandwidths and positions as well as SCSs. For that end, it defines the RB allocation size and position in Hz rather than RBs. This allows to present the entire regrowth-based results in a single figure for each combination of waveform and modulation. The green curves in Fig. 5.5.2.2-5 to 5.5.2.2-11 are the boundaries between colors (A-MPR values) in Fig. 5.5.2.2-12. The black triangles in the figure represent allocation triangles of example channel bandwidths and positions.
[image: ]
Figure 5.5.2.2-12: Example of regrowth-based A-MPR across entire n41; 
black triangles are example channel bandwidths and positions
[bookmark: _Toc164753792][bookmark: _Toc165015833][bookmark: _Toc165015948]5.5.2.2.3 A-MPR based on IMD3
CIM3 may need A-MPR only when it reaches the strictest segment of the additional spurious emission mask, i.e.,

where

is the upper edge frequency of the RB allocation and  is the allocation bandwidth.
For OFDM, A-MPRCIM3 =  dB  if the above condition holds; otherwise, 
A-MPRCIM3 = 0 dB.
For DFT-S-OFDM, A-MPRCIM3 = 3 dB if  if the above inequality holds; otherwise, 
A-MPRCIM3 = 0 dB.
Hence, OFDM is clearly more sensitive to CIM3.

[bookmark: _Toc164753793][bookmark: _Toc165015834][bookmark: _Toc165015949]5.5.2.2.3 A-MPR for edge allocations
In the case of edge allocations, the linear spectral regrowth (due to the windowing effect) of a very narrow RB allocation violates the additional spurious emission mask. Even a small shift of the allocation or frequency offset of the channel edge from the operating band edge will suffice to prevent the need for A-MPR.
For both OFDM and DFT-S-OFDM, if , ,  and , 
A-MPRedge is defined in Table 5.5.2.3-3. Otherwise, A-MPRedge = 0 dB.
The dependence on channel bandwidth is caused by the different minimum guard bandwidths (TS 38.101-1, Table 5.3.3-1) and the fact that the measurement bandwidth in the closest additional spurious mask segment depends on the channel bandwidth.

[bookmark: _Toc164753794][bookmark: _Toc165015835][bookmark: _Toc165015950]5.5.2.3 A-MPR
It is agreed to specify the A-MPR for n41 NS_04 as follows:
For Power Class 1, NS_04 A-MPR is defined as 
A-MPR = max(MPR, A-MPRregrowth, A-MPRIMD3, A-MPRCIM3, A-MPRedge).
A-MPRregrowth is obtained from Table 5.5.2.3-1 in terms of total guard bandwidth (TGBW). The TGBW is defined as the frequency distance between the RB allocation and the additional spurious emission limit defined in Table 6.5.3.3.1-1 of TS 38.101-1, i.e.,
,
where

is the lower edge frequency of the RB allocation,  is the channel centre frequency,  is the channel bandwidth, and  is the minimum guard bandwidth defined in Table 5.3.3-1 of TS 38.101-1. 

Table 5.5.2.3-1: A-MPRregrowth for NS_04 (Power Class 1)
	TGBW range
	A-MPRregrowth (dB)

	G0dB(BWalloc)  TGBW
	0

	G1dB(BWalloc)  TGBW < G0dB(BWalloc)
	1

	G2dB(BWalloc)  TGBW < G1dB(BWalloc)
	2

	G3dB(BWalloc)  TGBW < G2dB(BWalloc)
	3

	G4dB(BWalloc)  TGBW < G3dB(BWalloc)
	4

	G5dB(BWalloc)  TGBW < G4dB(BWalloc)
	5

	TGBW < G5dB(BWalloc)
	6



Each function  defines the required minimum total guard bandwidth for A-MPR value  and is defined as
,
where  is the allocation bandwidth, and , , and  are obtained from Table 5.5.2.3-2 for each combination of waveform, modulation, and back-off value .

Table 5.5.2.3-2: Polynomial coefficients for determining the required 
total guard bandwidth for each value of A-MPRregrowth (Power Class 1)
	Waveform
	Modulation
	Back-off value A [dB] / Polynomial coefficients C2, C1, C0 [MHz]

	
	
	0
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	DFT-s-OFDM
	Pi/2-BPSK
	-3,
40,
10
	-91,
98,
0
	-248,
143,
-9
	-2148,
604,
-40
	0,0,0
	N/A
	N/A

	
	QPSK
	-27,
71,
1
	-49,
73,
0
	-76,
76,
-3
	-108,
62,
-3
	0,0,0
	N/A
	N/A

	
	16-QAM
	-34,
81,
-1
(NOTE 1)
	-57,
92,
-5
	-69,
82,
-5
	-119,
79,
-5
	0,0,0
	N/A
	N/A

	
	64-QAM
	-23,
74,
-1
(NOTE 1)
	-61,
91,
-4
(NOTE 1)
	-84,
92,
-5
	-116,
80,
-5
	0,0,0
	N/A
	N/A

	
	256-QAM
	0, 0, 0
(NOTE 2)
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	CP-OFDM
	QPSK
	-32,
81,
-2
(NOTE 1)
	-36,
77,
-3
	-40,
70,
-3
	-52,
67,
-3
	-67,
60,
-3
	-101,
56,
-4
	0,0,0

	
	16-QAM
	-31,
80,
-2
(NOTE 1)
	-32,
72,
-2
(NOTE 1)
	-36,
66,
-2
	-48,
62,
-2
	-66,
58,
-2
	-108,
60,
-4
	0,0,0

	
	64-QAM
	-28,
78,
-2
(NOTE 1)
	-33,
73,
-2
(NOTE 1)
	-36,
66,
-2
(NOTE 1)
	-48,
62,
-2
	-65,
58,
-2
	-124,
67,
-5
	0,0,0

	
	256-QAM
	0, 0, 0
(NOTE 2)
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	NOTE 1: Back-off value A is less than floor(MPR), thus this polynomial is irrelevant.
NOTE 2: For 256-QAM, always  A-MPRregrowth = 0.



For both OFDM and DFT-S-OFDM, A-MPRIMD3 =  
if  ; otherwise, A-MPRIMD3 = 0 dB.

For OFDM, A-MPRCIM3 =  dB if  ; 
otherwise, A-MPRCIM3 = 0.
For DFT-S-OFDM, A-MPRCIM3 = 3 dB if  and ; 
otherwise, A-MPRCIM3 = 0.
Here,  is the upper edge frequency of the RB allocation.

For both OFDM and DFT-S-OFDM, if , ,  and , A-MPRedge is defined in Table 5.5.2.3-3. Otherwise, A-MPRedge = 0 dB.

Table 5.5.2.3-3: A-MPRedge for NS_04  (Power Class 1)
	Waveform
	[MHz]
	 [MHz]
	A-MPR [dB]

	DFT-s-OFDM
	< 40
	N/A
	0

	
	40…90
	
	3.5

	
	100
	
	11

	OFDM
	< 90
	N/A
	0

	
	90
	 6.5
	3.5

	
	100
	 8
	11




[bookmark: _Toc164753795][bookmark: _Toc70512703][bookmark: _Toc70666617][bookmark: _Toc70666658][bookmark: _Toc70666699][bookmark: _Toc70666739][bookmark: _Toc70666778][bookmark: _Toc70666817][bookmark: _Toc70666876][bookmark: _Toc165015836][bookmark: _Toc165015951]Annex A:
Coexistence studies for 31 dBm UE Power Class for LTE Band 41 and NR Band n41
[bookmark: _Toc164753796][bookmark: _Toc165015837][bookmark: _Toc165015952]A.1	Simulation assumptions
[bookmark: _Toc164753797][bookmark: _Toc165015838][bookmark: _Toc165015953]A.1.1	Macro cell Propagation model
[bookmark: _Toc164753798][bookmark: _Toc165015839][bookmark: _Toc165015954]A.1.1.1	Macro cell Propagation model – Urban and Suburban Areas
The propagation model is a derived from TR 36.942 [3].
Considering a carrier frequency of 2.6 GHz and a base station antenna height of 15 m above average rooftop level, the propagation model is given by the following equation:
	
where:	
R is the base station-UE separation in kilometres
[bookmark: _Toc164753799][bookmark: _Toc165015840][bookmark: _Toc165015955]A.1.1.2 	Macro cell Propagation model – Rural Area
The propagation model is a derived from TR 36.942.
For rural area, the Hata model is not applicable for a carrier frequency of 2.6 GHz, while the modified Hata model can be used:
Case 1:		d  0.6 km
Case 2:		d  0.6 km
where: d is the base station-UE separation in kilometres
[bookmark: _Toc164753800][bookmark: _Toc165015841][bookmark: _Toc165015956]A.1.2	Power Control Simulation Parameters
Table A.1.2-1 CLx-ile parameters for +23 dBm UE
(a) CLx-ile parameters for +23 dBm UE using 0.75 km inter-site distance and 2.6 GHz carrier frequency
	Parameter set
	Gamma
	CLx-ile

	
	
	20 MHz bandwidth
	10 MHz bandwidth

	Set 1
	1
	109
	112

	Set 1’
	1
	117
	120

	Set 2
	0,8
	133
	137



(b) CLx-ile parameters for +23 dBm UE using 2.8 km inter-site distance and 2.6 GHz carrier frequency
	Parameter set
	Gamma
	CLx-ile

	
	
	20 MHz bandwidth
	10 MHz bandwidth

	Set 1
	1
	133
	136

	Set 2
	0,8
	149
	153



(c) CLx-ile parameters for +23 dBm UE using 6 km inter-site distance and 2.6 GHz carrier frequency
	Parameter set
	Gamma
	CLx-ile

	
	
	20 MHz bandwidth
	10 MHz bandwidth

	Set 1
	1
	117
	120

	Set 2
	0,8
	132
	136



(d) CLx-ile parameters for +23 dBm UE using 8 km inter-site distance and 2.6 GHz carrier frequency
	Parameter set
	Gamma
	CLx-ile

	
	
	20 MHz bandwidth
	10 MHz bandwidth

	Set 1
	1
	122
	124

	Set 2
	0,8
	136
	140



Table A.1.2-2 CLx-ile power control algorithm parameters for +31 dBm UE
(a) CLx-ile power control algorithm parameters for +31 dBm UE using 0.75 km inter-site distance and 2.6 GHz carrier frequency
	Parameter set
	Gamma
	CLx-ile

	
	
	20 MHz bandwidth
	10 MHz bandwidth

	Set 1
	1
	117
	120

	Set 1’
	1
	125
	128

	Set 2
	0,8
	143
	147



(b) CLx-ile power control algorithm parameters for +31 dBm UE using 2.8 km inter-site distance and 2.6 GHz carrier frequency
	Parameter set
	Gamma
	Modified CLx-ile

	
	
	20 MHz bandwidth
	10 MHz bandwidth

	Set 1
	1
	141
	144

	Set 2
	0,8
	159
	163



(c)CLx-ile power control algorithm parameters for +31 dBm UE using 6 km inter-site distance and 2.6 GHz carrier frequency
	Parameter set
	Gamma
	Modified CLx-ile

	
	
	20 MHz bandwidth
	10 MHz bandwidth

	Set 1
	1
	125
	128

	Set 2
	0,8
	142
	146



(d) CLx-ile power control algorithm parameters for +31 dBm UE using 8 km inter-site distance and 2.6 GHz carrier frequency
	Parameter set
	Gamma
	Modified CLx-ile

	
	
	20 MHz bandwidth
	10 MHz bandwidth

	Set 1
	1
	130
	132

	Set 2
	0,8
	146
	150



[bookmark: _Toc164753801][bookmark: _Toc165015842][bookmark: _Toc165015957]A.1.3	Cell Layout
Base stations with 3 sectors per site are placed on a hexagonal grid with distance of 3*R, where R is the cell radius (see Figure A.1.3-1), with wrap around. The number of sites shall be equal to or higher than 19. Uncoordinated macro cellular deployment is assumed, where interfering UE may be at cell edge of the serving base station but close to the victim base station (hence transmitting with highest power and causing highest interference).
[image: cell_layout2]
Figure A.1.3-1: Uncoordinated macro cellular deployment
The inter-site distances considered in the present document are provided in Table A.1.3-1 below.
Table A.1.3-1: Inter-site distances and Propagation model
	Environment 
	ISD (km)
	ISD (miles) 

	Urban 
	.75
	.47

	Suburban 
	2.8
	1.74

	Rural
	6
	3.73

	Rural
	8
	5



[bookmark: _Toc164753802][bookmark: _Toc165015843][bookmark: _Toc165015958]A.1.4	Other Simulation Assumptions
Other simulation assumptions are summarized in Table A.1.4-1 below:
Table A.1.4-1: Simulation parameters for Band 41 system 
(a) With 23 dBm UE
	 
	Base Station
	UE

	Carrier frequency
	2600 MHz

	Channel bandwidth
	20 MHz, 10 MHz

	Inter-site distance
	Use Table A.1.3-1

	Cell layout
	Wrap-around 19 tri-sector cells, uncoordinated

	Frequency reuse
	1x3x1

	Lognormal fading
	10 dB

	Shadowing correlation
	Between cells: 0.5, between sites: 1.0

	MCL (including antenna gain)
	70 dB (urban and suburban areas)
80 dB (rural area)

	Antenna gain and horizontal antenna pattern
	




17 dBi,  = 65 degrees, 
Am = 20 dB
	Omni-directional antenna with -3.5 dBi.

	Noise figure
	5 dB
	9 dB

	Transmit power
	46 dBm
	23 dBm

	Antenna height
	45 m
	1.5 m

	ACLR
	45 dB
	Use Table 5.2 in TR 36.942
ACLR1: 30+X, ACLR2: 43+X
Where X is 1 dB

	ACS
	45 dB
	27 dB (20 MHz), 33 dB (10 MHz)



(b) With 31 dBm UE
	 
	Base Station
	HPUE

	Carrier frequency
	2600 MHz

	Channel bandwidth
	20 MHz, 10 MHz

	Inter-site distance
	Use Table A.1.3-1

	Cell layout
	Wrap-around 19 tri-sector cells, uncoordinated

	Frequency reuse
	1x3x1

	Lognormal fading
	10 dB

	Shadowing correlation
	Between cells: 0.5, between sites: 1.0

	MCL (including antenna gain)
	70 dB (urban and suburban areas)
80 dB (rural area)

	Antenna gain and horizontal antenna pattern
	




17 dBi,  = 65 degrees, Am = 20 dB
	Omni-directional antenna with -3.5 dBi.

	Noise figure
	5 dB
	9 dB

	Transmit power
	46 dBm
	31 dBm

	Antenna height
	45 m
	1.5 m

	ACLR
	45 dB
	Use Table 5.2 in TR 36.942
ACLR1: 30+X, ACLR2: 43+X
Where X is 1 dB

	ACS
	45 dB
	27 dB (20 MHz), 33 dB (10 MHz)



Simulations should assume the worst case of 100 % HPUEs in the scenarios with HPUEs.
[bookmark: _Toc164753803][bookmark: _Toc165015844][bookmark: _Toc165015959]A.1.5	Simulation Procedure
For the co-existence study, the following procedure shall be performed:
1)	Run the Band 41 UL to UL coexistence study, assuming parameters of both systems are according Table A.1.4-1 (a). Power control parameters in Table A.1.2-1 are used. This corresponds to the coexistence of two commercial networks operating in adjacent channel and with similar deployment parameters. This is used as the reference. Band 41 victim system performance degradation results in this scenario are used as the baseline. Provide a CDF plot of UE transmit power.
2)	Run the Band 41 UL to UL coexistence study, assuming +31 dBm power class UE is deployed in Band 41 interfering system only, and obtain the victim system performance degradation results. The simulation parameters in Tables A.1.4-1 (a) and A.1.4-1 (b) are used for the victim and interfering system, respectively. And the power control parameters in Tables A.1.2-1 and A.1.2-2 are used for the victim and interfering system, respectively. Provide a CDF plot of UE transmit power.
3)	Compare the Band 41 victim system performance degradation obtaining in steps 1) and 2), choose the 31 dBm UE ACLR value so that the victim system performance degradation due to 31 dBm UE in 2) is the same as 1).
[bookmark: _Toc164753804][bookmark: _Toc165015845][bookmark: _Toc165015960]A.2	Simulation results
[bookmark: _Toc164753805][bookmark: _Toc165015846][bookmark: _Toc165015961]A.2.1	0.75 km inter-site distance
The CDFs of the UE transmit power as well as the victim system UL throughput loss Vs ACLR offset (with different power control parameter sets) for 0.75 km inter-site distance with 20 MHz channel bandwidth are shown in Figure A.2.1-1 below.
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	5%-tile throughput loss (23 dBm interfering UE)
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	Average throughput loss (31 dBm interfering UE)
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	1.68%

	5%-tile throughput loss (31 dBm interfering UE)
	4.30%
	1.48%



 (a) With Power Control Parameter Set 1
[image: ]
	ACLR offset X [dB]
	0
	7

	Average throughput loss (23 dBm interfering UE)
	2.66%
	

	5%-tile throughput loss (23 dBm interfering UE)
	3.21%
	

	Average throughput loss (31 dBm interfering UE)
	2.70%
	1.31%

	5%-tile throughput loss (31 dBm interfering UE)
	3.25%
	1.27%



(b) With Power Control Parameter Set 1’
[image: ]
	ACLR offset X [dB]
	0
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	5%-tile throughput loss (23 dBm interfering UE)
	1.49%

	Average throughput loss (31 dBm interfering UE)
	1.07%

	5%-tile throughput loss (31 dBm interfering UE)
	1.49%



(c) With Power Control Parameter Set 2
Figure A.2.1-1: For 0.75 km inter-site distance with 20 MHz channel bandwidth

It can be seen from the CDFs of the UE transmit power in Figure A.2.1-1 that the CDFs of the 23 dBm UE and the 31 dBm UE are identical until the UE reach their maximum output power. This is expected as the CLx-ile is adjusted according to the UE maximum output power. Comparing the CDFs of the UE transmit power with Set 1 and Set 1’, it can be seen that more (~10% of 23 dBm UE and ~1.5% of 31 dBm UE) of the UE population transmitted with their maximum output power with the more aggressive Set 1.
Moreover, it can be seen from the victim system UL throughput loss Vs ACLR offset results in Figure A.2.1-1 that with the more aggressive Set 1, the 37 dB ACLR of the 31 dBm UE (currently specified for power class 1 UE) will ensure that the victim system performance degradation due to 31 dBm interfering UE is not larger than that due to 23 dBm interfering UE.
[bookmark: _Toc164753806][bookmark: _Toc165015847][bookmark: _Toc165015962]A.2.2	2.8 km inter-site distance
The CDFs of the UE transmit power as well as the victim system UL throughput loss Vs ACLR offset (with different power control parameter sets) for 2.8 km inter-site distance with 20 MHz channel bandwidth are shown in Figure A.2.2-1 below.
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(a) With Power Control Parameter Set 1
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(b) With Power Control Parameter Set 2
Figure A.2.2-1: For 2.8 km inter-site distance with 20 MHz channel bandwidth

Similar observations can be made from the results in Figure A.2.2-1, namely that the CDFs of the 23 dBm UE and the 31 dBm UE are identical until the UE reach their maximum output power, more (~6% of 23 dBm UE and ~1% of 31 dBm UE) of the UE population transmitted with their maximum output power with the more aggressive Set 1, and the 37 dB ACLR of the 31 dBm UE (currently specified for power class 1 UE) will ensure that the victim system performance degradation due to 31 dBm interfering UE is not larger than that due to 23 dBm interfering UE.
[bookmark: _Toc164753807][bookmark: _Toc165015848][bookmark: _Toc165015963]A.2.3	6 km inter-site distance
The CDFs of the UE transmit power as well as the victim system UL throughput loss Vs ACLR offset (with different power control parameter sets) for 6 km inter-site distance with 20 MHz channel bandwidth are shown in Figure A.2.3-1 below.
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(a) With Power Control Parameter Set 1
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	Average throughput loss (23 dBm interfering UE)
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	5%-tile throughput loss (23 dBm interfering UE)
	0.62%

	Average throughput loss (31 dBm interfering UE)
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(b) With Power Control Parameter Set 2
Figure A.2.3-1: For 6 km inter-site distance with 20 MHz channel bandwidth

Similar observations can be made from the results in Figure A.2.3-1, namely that the CDFs of the 23 dBm UE and the 31 dBm UE are identical until the UE reach their maximum output power, more (~6% of 23 dBm UE and ~1% of 31 dBm UE) of the UE population transmitted with their maximum output power with the more aggressive Set 1, and the 37 dB ACLR of the 31 dBm UE (currently specified for power class 1 UE) will ensure that the victim system performance degradation due to 31 dBm interfering UE is not larger than that due to 23 dBm interfering UE.
[bookmark: _Toc164753808][bookmark: _Toc165015849][bookmark: _Toc165015964]A.2.4	8 km inter-site distance
The CDFs of the UE transmit power as well as the victim system UL throughput loss Vs ACLR offset (with different power control parameter sets) for 8 km inter-site distance with 20 MHz channel bandwidth are shown in Figure A.2.4-1 below.
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(a) With Power Control Parameter Set 1
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	5%-tile throughput loss (23 dBm interfering UE)
	0.49%

	Average throughput loss (31 dBm interfering UE)
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(b) With Power Control Parameter Set 2
Figure A.2.4: For 8 km inter-site distance with 20 MHz channel bandwidth

Similar observations can be made from the results in Figure A.2.4-1, namely that the CDFs of the 23 dBm UE and the 31 dBm UE are identical until the UE reach their maximum output power, more (~5% of 23 dBm UE and ~1% of 31 dBm UE) of the UE population transmitted with their maximum output power with the more aggressive Set 1, and the 37 dB ACLR of the 31 dBm UE (currently specified for power class 1 UE) will ensure that the victim system performance degradation due to 31 dBm interfering UE is not larger than that due to 23 dBm interfering UE.
[bookmark: _Toc164753809][bookmark: _Toc165015850][bookmark: _Toc165015965]A.2.5	BS received signal power
The 99.99%-tile of the victim BS received signal power for the simulated 31 dBm UE cases with 20 MHz channel bandwidth are summarized in Table A.2.5-1 below. It can be seen that the 99.99%-tile received signal power in all simulated cases, except with the more aggressive Set 1 for 0.75 km inter-site distance, are lower than the current -43 dBm in-band blocking requirements specified in RAN4 specifications for wide-area BS. In the exception case, site engineering solutions (e.g., larger distance between victim BS and interfering FWA UE, better RF filtering in the victim BS receiver chain) will be required to ensure satisfactory coexistence between the victim BS and interfering 31 dBm UE.
Table A.2.5-1: 99.99%-tile victim BS received signal power with 20 MHz channel bandwidth
	Power control parameters
	0.75 km inter-site distance
	2.8 km inter-site distance
	6 km inter-site distance
	8 km inter-site distance

	Set 1
	-38.9983
	-47.0811
	-49.2813
	-50.0217

	Set 1’
	-43.7443
	
	
	

	Set 2
	-57.1937
	-60.0083
	-62.8238
	-62.6169



[bookmark: _Toc164753810][bookmark: _Toc118715753][bookmark: _Toc165015851][bookmark: _Toc165015966][bookmark: _Toc164753811]Annex B:
Coexistence studies for 31 dBm UE Power Class for NR Band n77
[bookmark: _Toc164753812][bookmark: _Toc165015852][bookmark: _Toc165015967]B.1	Simulation assumptions
[bookmark: _Toc164753813][bookmark: _Toc165015853][bookmark: _Toc165015968]B.1.1	Macro cell Propagation model
[bookmark: _Toc164753814][bookmark: _Toc165015854][bookmark: _Toc165015969]B.1.1.1	Macro cell Propagation model - Urban and Suburban Areas
The propagation model is a derived from TR 36.942 [2].
Considering a carrier frequency of 3.5 GHz and a base station antenna height of 15 m above average rooftop level, the propagation model is given by the following equation:
	
where:	
R is the base station-UE separation in kilometres
[bookmark: _Toc164753815][bookmark: _Toc165015855][bookmark: _Toc165015970]B.1.1.2 	Macro cell Propagation model - Rural Area
The propagation model is a derived from TR 36.942.
For rural area, the Hata model is not applicable for a carrier frequency of 3.5 GHz, while the modified Hata model can be used:
Case 1:		d  0.7 km

Case 2:		d  0.7 km

where: d is the base station-UE separation in kilometres
[bookmark: _Toc164753816][bookmark: _Toc165015856][bookmark: _Toc165015971]B.1.2	Power Control Simulation Parameters
Table B.1.2-1 CLx-ile parameters for +23 dBm UE
(a) CLx-ile parameters for +23 dBm UE using 0.5 km inter-site distance and 3.5 GHz carrier frequency
	Parameter set
	Gamma
	CLx-ile

	
	
	20 MHz bandwidth
	10 MHz bandwidth

	Set 1
	1
	109
	112

	Set 1'
	1
	108
	111

	Set 2
	0,8
	124
	128



(b) CLx-ile parameters for +23 dBm UE using 1 km inter-site distance and 3.5 GHz carrier frequency
	Parameter set
	Gamma
	CLx-ile

	
	
	20 MHz bandwidth
	10 MHz bandwidth

	Set 1
	1
	119
	122

	Set 2
	0,8
	135
	139



(c) CLx-ile parameters for +23 dBm UE using 2 km inter-site distance and 3.5 GHz carrier frequency
	Parameter set
	Gamma
	CLx-ile

	
	
	20 MHz bandwidth
	10 MHz bandwidth

	Set 1
	1
	130
	133

	Set 2
	0,8
	146
	150



(d) CLx-ile parameters for +23 dBm UE using 5 km inter-site distance and 3.5 GHz carrier frequency
	Parameter set
	Gamma
	CLx-ile

	
	
	20 MHz bandwidth
	10 MHz bandwidth

	Set 1
	1
	116
	119

	Set 2
	0,8
	130
	134



Table B.1.2-2 CLx-ile power control algorithm parameters for +31 dBm UE
(a) CLx-ile parameters for +31 dBm UE using 0.5 km inter-site distance and 3.5 GHz carrier frequency
	Parameter set
	Gamma
	CLx-ile

	
	
	20 MHz bandwidth
	10 MHz bandwidth

	Set 1
	1
	117
	120

	Set 1'
	1
	116
	119

	Set 2
	0,8
	134
	138



(b) CLx-ile parameters for +31 dBm UE using 1 km inter-site distance and 3.5 GHz carrier frequency
	Parameter set
	Gamma
	CLx-ile

	
	
	20 MHz bandwidth
	10 MHz bandwidth

	Set 1
	1
	127
	130

	Set 2
	0,8
	145
	149



(c) CLx-ile parameters for +31 dBm UE using 2 km inter-site distance and 3.5 GHz carrier frequency
	Parameter set
	Gamma
	CLx-ile

	
	
	20 MHz bandwidth
	10 MHz bandwidth

	Set 1
	1
	138
	141

	Set 2
	0,8
	156
	160



(d) CLx-ile parameters for +31 dBm UE using 5 km inter-site distance and 3.5 GHz carrier frequency
	Parameter set
	Gamma
	CLx-ile

	
	
	20 MHz bandwidth
	10 MHz bandwidth

	Set 1
	1
	124
	127

	Set 2
	0,8
	140
	144



[bookmark: _Toc164753817][bookmark: _Toc165015857][bookmark: _Toc165015972]B.1.3	Cell Layout
Base stations with 3 sectors per site are placed on a hexagonal grid with distance of 3*R, where R is the cell radius (see Figure B.1.3-1), with wrap around. The number of sites shall be equal to or higher than 19. Uncoordinated macro cellular deployment is assumed, where interfering UE may be at cell edge of the serving base station but close to the victim base station (hence transmitting with highest power and causing highest interference).
[image: cell_layout2]
Figure B.1.3-1: Uncoordinated macro cellular deployment
The inter-site distances considered in the present document are provided in Table B.1.3-1 below.
Table B.1.3-1: Inter-site distances and Propagation model
	Environment 
	ISD (km)
	ISD (miles) 

	Urban 
	.5
	.31

	Suburban 
	1
	.62

	Rural
	2
	1.24

	Rural
	5
	3.11



[bookmark: _Toc164753818][bookmark: _Toc165015858][bookmark: _Toc165015973]B.1.4	Other Simulation Assumptions
Other simulation assumptions are summarized in Table B.1.4-1 below:
Table B.1.4-1: Simulation parameters for Band 77 system 
(a) With 23 dBm UE
	 
	Base Station
	UE

	Carrier frequency
	3500 MHz

	Channel bandwidth
	20 MHz, 10 MHz

	Inter-site distance
	Use Table B.1.3-1

	Cell layout
	Wrap-around 19 tri-sector cells, uncoordinated

	Frequency reuse
	1x3x1

	Lognormal fading
	10 dB

	Shadowing correlation
	Between cells: 0.5, between sites: 1.0

	MCL (including antenna gain)
	70 dB (urban and suburban areas)
80 dB (rural area)

	Antenna gain and horizontal antenna pattern
	



17 dBi,  = 65 degrees, 
Am = 20 dB
	Omni-directional antenna with -3.5 dBi.

	Noise figure
	5 dB
	9 dB

	Transmit power
	46 dBm
	23 dBm

	Antenna height
	45 m
	1.5 m

	ACLR
	45 dB
	Use Table 5.2 in TR 36.942
ACLR1: 30+X, ACLR2: 43+X
Where X is 1 dB

	ACS
	45 dB
	27 dB (20 MHz), 33 dB (10 MHz)



(b) With 31 dBm UE
	 
	Base Station
	HPUE

	Carrier frequency
	3500 MHz

	Channel bandwidth
	20 MHz, 10 MHz

	Inter-site distance
	Use Table B.1.3-1

	Cell layout
	Wrap-around 19 tri-sector cells, uncoordinated

	Frequency reuse
	1x3x1

	Lognormal fading
	10 dB

	Shadowing correlation
	Between cells: 0.5, between sites: 1.0

	MCL (including antenna gain)
	70 dB (urban and suburban areas)
80 dB (rural area)

	Antenna gain and horizontal antenna pattern
	



17 dBi,  = 65 degrees, Am = 20 dB
	Omni-directional antenna with -3.5 dBi.

	Noise figure
	5 dB
	9 dB

	Transmit power
	46 dBm
	31 dBm

	Antenna height
	45 m
	1.5 m

	ACLR
	45 dB
	Use Table 5.2 in TR 36.942
ACLR1: 30+X, ACLR2: 43+X
Where X is 1 dB

	ACS
	45 dB
	27 dB (20 MHz), 33 dB (10 MHz)



Simulations should assume the worst case of 100 % HPUEs in the scenarios with HPUEs.
[bookmark: _Toc164753819][bookmark: _Toc165015859][bookmark: _Toc165015974]B.1.5	Simulation Procedure
For the co-existence study, the following procedure shall be performed:
1)	Run the Band 77 UL to UL coexistence study, assuming parameters of both systems are according Table B.1.4-1 (a). Power control parameters in Table B.1.2-1 are used. This corresponds to the coexistence of two commercial networks operating in adjacent channel and with similar deployment parameters. This is used as the reference. Band 77 victim system performance degradation results in this scenario are used as the baseline. Provide a CDF plot of UE transmit power.
2)	Run the Band 77 UL to UL coexistence study, assuming +31 dBm power class UE is deployed in Band 77 interfering system only, and obtain the victim system performance degradation results. The simulation parameters in Tables B.1.4-1 (a) and B.1.4-1 (b) are used for the victim and interfering system, respectively. And the power control parameters in Tables B.1.2-1 and B.1.2-2 are used for the victim and interfering system, respectively. Provide a CDF plot of UE transmit power.
3)	Compare the Band 77 victim system performance degradation obtaining in steps 1) and 2), choose the 31 dBm UE ACLR value so that the victim system performance degradation due to 31 dBm UE in 2) is the same as 1).
[bookmark: _Toc164753820][bookmark: _Toc165015860][bookmark: _Toc165015975]B.2	Simulation results
[bookmark: _Toc164753821][bookmark: _Toc165015861][bookmark: _Toc165015976]B.2.1	0.5 km inter-site distance
The CDFs of the UE transmit power as well as the victim system UL throughput loss Vs ACLR offset (with different power control parameter sets) for 0.5 km inter-site distance are shown in Figure B.2.1-1 below.
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 (a) With Power Control Parameter Set 1
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(b) With Power Control Parameter Set 1’
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(c) With Power Control Parameter Set 2
Figure B.2.1-1: For 0.5 km inter-site distance
It can be seen from the CDFs of the UE transmit power in Figure B.2.1-1 that the CDFs of the 23 dBm UE and the 31 dBm UE are identical until the UE reach their maximum output power. This is expected as the CLx-ile is adjusted according to the UE maximum output power. Comparing the CDFs of the UE transmit power with Set 1/1’ and Set 2, it can be seen that more (~5% of 23 dBm UE and ~0.5% of 31 dBm UE) of the UE population transmitted with their maximum output power with the more aggressive Set 1/1’.
Moreover, it can be seen from the victim system UL throughput loss Vs ACLR offset results in Figure B.2.1-1 that with the more aggressive Set 1/1’, the 37 dB ACLR of the 31 dBm UE (currently specified for power class 1 UE) will ensure that the victim system performance degradation due to 31 dBm interfering UE is not larger than that due to 23 dBm interfering UE.
[bookmark: _Toc164753822][bookmark: _Toc165015862][bookmark: _Toc165015977]B.2.2	1 km inter-site distance
The CDFs of the UE transmit power as well as the victim system UL throughput loss Vs ACLR offset (with different power control parameter sets) for 1 km inter-site distance are shown in Figure B.2.2-1 below.
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	2.69%



(a) With Power Control Parameter Set 1
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(b) With Power Control Parameter Set 2
Figure B.2.2-1: For 1 km inter-site distance
Similar observations can be made from the results in Figure B.2.2-1, namely that the CDFs of the 23 dBm UE and the 31 dBm UE are identical until the UE reach their maximum output power, more (~6% of 23 dBm UE and ~1% of 31 dBm UE) of the UE population transmitted with their maximum output power with the more aggressive Set 1, and the 37 dB ACLR of the 31 dBm UE (currently specified for power class 1 UE) will ensure that the victim system performance degradation due to 31 dBm interfering UE is not larger than that due to 23 dBm interfering UE.
[bookmark: _Toc164753823][bookmark: _Toc165015863][bookmark: _Toc165015978]B.2.3	2 km inter-site distance
The CDFs of the UE transmit power as well as the victim system UL throughput loss Vs ACLR offset (with different power control parameter sets) for 2 km inter-site distance are shown in Figure B.2.3-1 below.
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(a) With Power Control Parameter Set 1
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(b) With Power Control Parameter Set 2
Figure B.2.3-1: For 2 km inter-site distance
Similar observations can be made from the results in Figure B.2.3-1, namely that the CDFs of the 23 dBm UE and the 31 dBm UE are identical until the UE reach their maximum output power, more (~6% of 23 dBm UE and ~1% of 31 dBm UE) of the UE population transmitted with their maximum output power with the more aggressive Set 1, and the 37 dB ACLR of the 31 dBm UE (currently specified for power class 1 UE) will ensure that the victim system performance degradation due to 31 dBm interfering UE is not larger than that due to 23 dBm interfering UE.
[bookmark: _Toc164753824][bookmark: _Toc165015864][bookmark: _Toc165015979]B.2.4	5 km inter-site distance
The CDFs of the UE transmit power as well as the victim system UL throughput loss Vs ACLR offset (with different power control parameter sets) for 5 km inter-site distance are shown in Figure B.2.4-1 below.
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(a) With Power Control Parameter Set 1
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(b) With Power Control Parameter Set 2
Figure B.2.4-1: For 5 km inter-site distance
Similar observations can be made from the results in Figure B.2.4-1, namely that the CDFs of the 23 dBm UE and the 31 dBm UE are identical until the UE reach their maximum output power, more (~5.5% of 23 dBm UE and ~0.5% of 31 dBm UE) of the UE population transmitted with their maximum output power with the more aggressive Set 1, and the 37 dB ACLR of the 31 dBm UE (currently specified for power class 1 UE) will ensure that the victim system performance degradation due to 31 dBm interfering UE is not larger than that due to 23 dBm interfering UE.
[bookmark: _Toc164753825][bookmark: _Toc165015865][bookmark: _Toc165015980]B.2.5	BS received signal power
The 99.99%-tile of the victim BS received signal power for the simulated 31 dBm UE cases are summarized in Table B.2.5-1 below. It can be seen that the 99.99%-tile received signal power in all simulated cases, except with the more aggressive Set 1/1’ for 0.5/1 km inter-site distance, are lower than the current -43 dBm in-band blocking requirements specified in RAN4 specifications for wide-area BS. In the exception cases, site engineering solutions (e.g., larger distance between victim BS and interfering FWA UE, better RF filtering in the victim BS receiver chain) will be required to ensure satisfactory coexistence between the victim BS and interfering 31 dBm UE.
Table B.2.5-1: 99.99%-tile victim BS received signal power
	Power control parameters
	0.5 km inter-site distance
	1 km inter-site distance
	2 km inter-site distance
	5 km inter-site distance

	Set 1
	-42.7383
	-39.0000
	-46.1582
	-49.6809

	Set 1’
	-41.7383
	
	
	

	Set 2
	-55.4697
	-52.8777
	-62.8238
	-62.3430



[bookmark: _Toc165015866][bookmark: _Toc165015981]Annex C:
Coexistence studies for 31 dBm UE Power Class for NR Band n25
[bookmark: _Toc164753826][bookmark: _Toc165015867][bookmark: _Toc165015982]C.1	Simulation assumptions
[bookmark: _Toc164753827][bookmark: _Toc165015868][bookmark: _Toc165015983]C.1.1	Macro cell Propagation model
[bookmark: _Toc164753828][bookmark: _Toc165015869][bookmark: _Toc165015984]C.1.1.1	Macro cell Propagation model - Urban and Suburban Areas
The propagation model is a derived from TR 36.942 [2].
Considering a carrier frequency of 1.9 GHz and a base station antenna height of 15 m above average rooftop level, the propagation model is given by the following equation:
	
where:	
R is the base station-UE separation in kilometres
[bookmark: _Toc164753829][bookmark: _Toc165015870][bookmark: _Toc165015985]C.1.1.2 	Macro cell Propagation model - Rural Area
The propagation model is a derived from TR 36.942.
For rural area, the Hata model is not applicable for a carrier frequency above 1.5 GHz, while the modified Hata model can be used:
Case 1:		d  0.45 km

Case 2:		d  0.45 km

where: d is the base station-UE separation in kilometres
[bookmark: _Toc164753830][bookmark: _Toc165015871][bookmark: _Toc165015986]C.1.2	Power Control Simulation Parameters
Table C.1.2-1 CLx-ile parameters for +23 dBm UE
(a) CLx-ile parameters for +23 dBm UE using 2 km inter-site distance and 1.9 GHz carrier frequency
	Parameter set
	Gamma
	CLx-ile

	
	
	20 MHz bandwidth
	10 MHz bandwidth

	Set 1
	1
	125
	128

	Set 2
	0,8
	141
	145



(b) CLx-ile parameters for +23 dBm UE using 5.1 km inter-site distance and 1.9 GHz carrier frequency
	Parameter set
	Gamma
	CLx-ile

	
	
	20 MHz bandwidth
	10 MHz bandwidth

	Set 1
	1
	140
	143

	Set 2
	0,8
	156
	160



(c) CLx-ile parameters for +23 dBm UE using 9.3 km inter-site distance and 1.9 GHz carrier frequency
	Parameter set
	Gamma
	CLx-ile

	
	
	20 MHz bandwidth
	10 MHz bandwidth

	Set 1
	1
	123
	126

	Set 2
	0,8
	137
	141



Table C.1.2-2 CLx-ile power control algorithm parameters for +31 dBm UE
(a) CLx-ile parameters for +31 dBm UE using 2 km inter-site distance and 1.9 GHz carrier frequency
	Parameter set
	Gamma
	CLx-ile

	
	
	20 MHz bandwidth
	10 MHz bandwidth

	Set 1
	1
	133
	136

	Set 2
	0,8
	151
	155



(b) CLx-ile parameters for +31 dBm UE using 5.1 km inter-site distance and 1.9 GHz carrier frequency
	Parameter set
	Gamma
	CLx-ile

	
	
	20 MHz bandwidth
	10 MHz bandwidth

	Set 1
	1
	148
	151

	Set 2
	0,8
	166
	170



(c) CLx-ile parameters for +31 dBm UE using 9.3 km inter-site distance and 1.9 GHz carrier frequency
	Parameter set
	Gamma
	CLx-ile

	
	
	20 MHz bandwidth
	10 MHz bandwidth

	Set 1
	1
	131
	134

	Set 2
	0,8
	147
	151



[bookmark: _Toc164753831][bookmark: _Toc165015872][bookmark: _Toc165015987]C.1.3	Cell Layout
Base stations with 3 sectors per site are placed on a hexagonal grid with distance of 3*R, where R is the cell radius (see Figure C.1.3-1), with wrap around. The number of sites shall be equal to or higher than 19. Uncoordinated macro cellular deployment is assumed, where interfering UE may be at cell edge of the serving base station but close to the victim base station (hence transmitting with highest power and causing highest interference).
[image: cell_layout2]
Figure C.1.3-1: Uncoordinated macro cellular deployment
The inter-site distances considered in the present document are provided in Table C.1.3-1 below.
Table C.1.3-1: Inter-site distances and Propagation model
	Environment 
	ISD (km)
	ISD (miles) 

	Urban 
	2
	1.24

	Suburban 
	5.1
	3.17

	Rural
	9.3
	5.78



[bookmark: _Toc164753832][bookmark: _Toc165015873][bookmark: _Toc165015988]C.1.4	Other Simulation Assumptions
Other simulation assumptions are summarized in Table C.1.4-1 below:
Table C.1.4-1: Simulation parameters for Band 25 system 
(a) With 23 dBm UE
	 
	Base Station
	UE

	Carrier frequency
	1900 MHz

	Channel bandwidth
	20 MHz, 10 MHz

	Inter-site distance
	Use Table C.1.3-1

	Cell layout
	Wrap-around 19 tri-sector cells, uncoordinated

	Frequency reuse
	1x3x1

	Lognormal fading
	10 dB

	Shadowing correlation
	Between cells: 0.5, between sites: 1.0

	MCL (including antenna gain)
	70 dB (urban and suburban areas)
80 dB (rural area)

	Antenna gain and horizontal antenna pattern
	



17 dBi,  = 65 degrees, 
Am = 20 dB
	Omni-directional antenna with -3.5 dBi.

	Noise figure
	5 dB
	9 dB

	Transmit power
	46 dBm
	23 dBm

	Antenna height
	45 m
	1.5 m

	ACLR
	45 dB
	Use Table 5.2 in TR 36.942
ACLR1: 30+X, ACLR2: 43+X
Where X is 1 dB

	ACS
	45 dB
	27 dB (20 MHz), 33 dB (10 MHz)



(b) With 31 dBm UE
	 
	Base Station
	HPUE

	Carrier frequency
	1900 MHz

	Channel bandwidth
	20 MHz, 10 MHz

	Inter-site distance
	Use Table C.1.3-1

	Cell layout
	Wrap-around 19 tri-sector cells, uncoordinated

	Frequency reuse
	1x3x1

	Lognormal fading
	10 dB

	Shadowing correlation
	Between cells: 0.5, between sites: 1.0

	MCL (including antenna gain)
	70 dB (urban and suburban areas)
80 dB (rural area)

	Antenna gain and horizontal antenna pattern
	



17 dBi,  = 65 degrees, Am = 20 dB
	Omni-directional antenna with -3.5 dBi.

	Noise figure
	5 dB
	9 dB

	Transmit power
	46 dBm
	31 dBm

	Antenna height
	45 m
	1.5 m

	ACLR
	45 dB
	Use Table 5.2 in TR 36.942
ACLR1: 30+X, ACLR2: 43+X
Where X is 1 dB

	ACS
	45 dB
	27 dB (20 MHz), 33 dB (10 MHz)



Simulations should assume the worst case of 100 % HPUEs in the scenarios with HPUEs.
[bookmark: _Toc164753833][bookmark: _Toc165015874][bookmark: _Toc165015989]C.1.5	Simulation Procedure
For the co-existence study, the following procedure shall be performed:
1)	Run the Band 25 UL to UL coexistence study, assuming parameters of both systems are according to Table C.1.4-1 (a). Power control parameters in Table C.1.2-1 are used. This corresponds to the coexistence of two commercial networks operating in adjacent channel and with similar deployment parameters. This is used as the reference. Band 25 victim system performance degradation results in this scenario are used as the baseline. Provide a CDF plot of UE transmit power.
2)	Run the Band 25 UL to UL coexistence study, assuming +31 dBm power class UE is deployed in Band 25 interfering system only and obtain the victim system performance degradation results. The simulation parameters in Tables C.1.4-1 (a) and C.1.4-1 (b) are used for the victim and interfering system, respectively. And the power control parameters in Tables C.1.2-1 and C.1.2-2 are used for the victim and interfering system, respectively. Provide a CDF plot of UE transmit power.
3)	Compare the Band 25 victim system performance degradation obtaining in steps 1) and 2), choose the 31 dBm UE ACLR value so that the victim system performance degradation due to 31 dBm UE in 2) is the same as 1).
[bookmark: _Toc164753834][bookmark: _Toc129264966][bookmark: _Toc165015875][bookmark: _Toc165015990]C.2	Simulation results
[bookmark: _Toc164753835][bookmark: _Toc165015876][bookmark: _Toc165015991]C.2.1	2 km inter-site distance
The CDFs of the UE transmit power as well as the victim system UL throughput loss Vs ACLR offset (with different power control parameter sets) for 2 km inter-site distance are shown in Figure C.2.1-1 below.
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 (a) With Power Control Parameter Set 1
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(b) With Power Control Parameter Set 2
Figure C.2.1-1: For 2 km inter-site distance
It can be seen from the CDFs of the UE transmit power in Figure C.2.1-1 that the CDFs of the 23 dBm UE and the 31 dBm UE are identical until the UE reach their maximum output power. This is expected as the CLx-ile is adjusted according to the UE maximum output power. Comparing the CDFs of the UE transmit power with Set 1 and Set 2, it can be seen that more (~5.5% of 23 dBm UE and ~0.7% of 31 dBm UE) of the UE population transmitted with their maximum output power with the more aggressive Set 1.
Moreover, it can be seen from the victim system UL throughput loss Vs ACLR offset results in Figure C.2.1-1 that with the more aggressive Set 1, the 37 dB ACLR of the 31 dBm UE (currently specified for power class 1 UE) will ensure that the victim system performance degradation due to 31 dBm interfering UE is not larger than that due to 23 dBm interfering UE.
[bookmark: _Toc164753836][bookmark: _Toc165015877][bookmark: _Toc165015992]C.2.2	5.1 km inter-site distance
The CDFs of the UE transmit power as well as the victim system UL throughput loss Vs ACLR offset (with different power control parameter sets) for 5.1 km inter-site distance are shown in Figure C.2.2-1 below.
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(a) With Power Control Parameter Set 1
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(b) With Power Control Parameter Set 2
Figure C.2.2-1: For 1 km inter-site distance
Similar observations can be made from the results in Figure C.2.2-1, namely that the CDFs of the 23 dBm UE and the 31 dBm UE are identical until the UE reach their maximum output power, more (~6% of 23 dBm UE and ~0.8% of 31 dBm UE) of the UE population transmitted with their maximum output power with the more aggressive Set 1, and the 37 dB ACLR of the 31 dBm UE (currently specified for power class 1 UE) will ensure that the victim system performance degradation due to 31 dBm interfering UE is not larger than that due to 23 dBm interfering UE.
[bookmark: _Toc164753837][bookmark: _Toc165015878][bookmark: _Toc165015993]C.2.3	9.3 km inter-site distance
The CDFs of the UE transmit power as well as the victim system UL throughput loss Vs ACLR offset (with different power control parameter sets) for 9.3 km inter-site distance are shown in Figure C.2.3-1 below.
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(a) With Power Control Parameter Set 1
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(b) With Power Control Parameter Set 2
Figure C.2.3-1: For 2 km inter-site distance
Similar observations can be made from the results in Figure C.2.3-1, namely that the CDFs of the 23 dBm UE and the 31 dBm UE are identical until the UE reach their maximum output power, more (~5.5% of 23 dBm UE and ~0.7% of 31 dBm UE) of the UE population transmitted with their maximum output power with the more aggressive Set 1, and the 37 dB ACLR of the 31 dBm UE (currently specified for power class 1 UE) will ensure that the victim system performance degradation due to 31 dBm interfering UE is not larger than that due to 23 dBm interfering UE.
[bookmark: _Toc164753838][bookmark: _Toc165015879][bookmark: _Toc165015994]C.2.4	BS received signal power
The 99.99%-tile of the victim BS received signal power for the simulated 31 dBm UE cases are summarized in Table C.2.4-1 below. It can be seen that the 99.99%-tile received signal power in all simulated cases, except with the more aggressive Set 1 for 2 km inter-site distance, are lower than the current -43 dBm in-band blocking requirements specified in RAN4 specifications for wide-area BS. In the exception case, site engineering solutions (e.g., larger distance between victim BS and interfering FWA UE, better RF filtering in the victim BS receiver chain) will be required to ensure satisfactory coexistence between the victim BS and interfering 31 dBm UE.
Table C.2.4-1: 99.99%-tile victim BS received signal power
	Power control parameters
	2 km inter-site distance
	5.1 km inter-site distance
	9.3 km inter-site distance

	Set 1
	-41.2777
	-50.1282
	-49.7917

	Set 2
	-55.3537
	-62.3026
	-62.4332




[bookmark: _Toc165015880][bookmark: _Toc165015995]Annex D:
Coexistence studies for 31 dBm UE Power Class for NR Band n66
[bookmark: _Toc164753839][bookmark: _Toc165015881][bookmark: _Toc165015996]D.1	Simulation assumptions
[bookmark: _Toc164753840][bookmark: _Toc165015882][bookmark: _Toc165015997]D.1.1	Macro cell Propagation model
[bookmark: _Toc164753841][bookmark: _Toc165015883][bookmark: _Toc165015998]D.1.1.1	Macro cell Propagation model - Urban and Suburban Areas
The propagation model is a derived from TR 36.942 [2].
Considering a carrier frequency of 1.75 GHz and a base station antenna height of 15 m above average rooftop level, the propagation model is given by the following equation:
	
where:	
R is the base station-UE separation in kilometres
[bookmark: _Toc164753842][bookmark: _Toc165015884][bookmark: _Toc165015999]D.1.1.2 	Macro cell Propagation model - Rural Area
The propagation model is a derived from TR 36.942.
For rural area, the Hata model is not applicable for a carrier frequency above 1.5 GHz, while the modified Hata model can be used:
Case 1:		d  0.4 km

Case 2:		d  0.4 km

where: d is the base station-UE separation in kilometres
[bookmark: _Toc164753843][bookmark: _Toc165015885][bookmark: _Toc165016000]D.1.2	Power Control Simulation Parameters
Table D.1.2-1 CLx-ile parameters for +23 dBm UE
(a) CLx-ile parameters for +23 dBm UE using 2 km inter-site distance and 1.75 GHz carrier frequency
	Parameter set
	Gamma
	CLx-ile

	
	
	20 MHz bandwidth
	10 MHz bandwidth

	Set 1
	1
	124
	127

	Set 2
	0,8
	140
	144



(b) CLx-ile parameters for +23 dBm UE using 5.1 km inter-site distance and 1.75 GHz carrier frequency
	Parameter set
	Gamma
	CLx-ile

	
	
	20 MHz bandwidth
	10 MHz bandwidth

	Set 1
	1
	139
	142

	Set 2
	0,8
	155
	159



(c) CLx-ile parameters for +23 dBm UE using 9.3 km inter-site distance and 1.75 GHz carrier frequency
	Parameter set
	Gamma
	CLx-ile

	
	
	20 MHz bandwidth
	10 MHz bandwidth

	Set 1
	1
	123
	126

	Set 2
	0,8
	137
	141



Table D.1.2-2 CLx-ile power control algorithm parameters for +31 dBm UE
(a) CLx-ile parameters for +31 dBm UE using 2 km inter-site distance and 1.75 GHz carrier frequency
	Parameter set
	Gamma
	CLx-ile

	
	
	20 MHz bandwidth
	10 MHz bandwidth

	Set 1
	1
	132
	135

	Set 2
	0,8
	150
	154



(b) CLx-ile parameters for +31 dBm UE using 5.1 km inter-site distance and 1.75 GHz carrier frequency
	Parameter set
	Gamma
	CLx-ile

	
	
	20 MHz bandwidth
	10 MHz bandwidth

	Set 1
	1
	147
	150

	Set 2
	0,8
	165
	169



(c) CLx-ile parameters for +31 dBm UE using 9.3 km inter-site distance and 1.75 GHz carrier frequency
	Parameter set
	Gamma
	CLx-ile

	
	
	20 MHz bandwidth
	10 MHz bandwidth

	Set 1
	1
	131
	134

	Set 2
	0,8
	147
	151



[bookmark: _Toc164753844][bookmark: _Toc165015886][bookmark: _Toc165016001]D.1.3	Cell Layout
Base stations with 3 sectors per site are placed on a hexagonal grid with distance of 3*R, where R is the cell radius (see Figure D.1.3-1), with wrap around. The number of sites shall be equal to or higher than 19. Uncoordinated macro cellular deployment is assumed, where interfering UE may be at cell edge of the serving base station but close to the victim base station (hence transmitting with highest power and causing highest interference).
[image: cell_layout2]
Figure D.1.3-1: Uncoordinated macro cellular deployment
The inter-site distances considered in the present document are provided in Table D.1.3-1 below.
Table D.1.3-1: Inter-site distances and Propagation model
	Environment 
	ISD (km)
	ISD (miles) 

	Urban 
	2
	1.24

	Suburban 
	5.1
	3.17

	Rural
	9.3
	5.78



[bookmark: _Toc164753845][bookmark: _Toc165015887][bookmark: _Toc165016002]D.1.4	Other Simulation Assumptions
Other simulation assumptions are summarized in Table D.1.4-1 below:
Table D.1.4-1: Simulation parameters for Band 66 system 
(a) With 23 dBm UE
	 
	Base Station
	UE

	Carrier frequency
	1750 MHz

	Channel bandwidth
	20 MHz, 10 MHz

	Inter-site distance
	Use Table D.1.3-1

	Cell layout
	Wrap-around 19 tri-sector cells, uncoordinated

	Frequency reuse
	1x3x1

	Lognormal fading
	10 dB

	Shadowing correlation
	Between cells: 0.5, between sites: 1.0

	MCL (including antenna gain)
	70 dB (urban and suburban areas)
80 dB (rural area)

	Antenna gain and horizontal antenna pattern
	



17 dBi,  = 65 degrees, 
Am = 20 dB
	Omni-directional antenna with -3.5 dBi.

	Noise figure
	5 dB
	9 dB

	Transmit power
	46 dBm
	23 dBm

	Antenna height
	45 m
	1.5 m

	ACLR
	45 dB
	Use Table 5.2 in TR 36.942
ACLR1: 30+X, ACLR2: 43+X
Where X is 1 dB

	ACS
	45 dB
	27 dB (20 MHz), 33 dB (10 MHz)



(b) With 31 dBm UE
	 
	Base Station
	HPUE

	Carrier frequency
	1750 MHz

	Channel bandwidth
	20 MHz, 10 MHz

	Inter-site distance
	Use Table D.1.3-1

	Cell layout
	Wrap-around 19 tri-sector cells, uncoordinated

	Frequency reuse
	1x3x1

	Lognormal fading
	10 dB

	Shadowing correlation
	Between cells: 0.5, between sites: 1.0

	MCL (including antenna gain)
	70 dB (urban and suburban areas)
80 dB (rural area)

	Antenna gain and horizontal antenna pattern
	



17 dBi,  = 65 degrees, Am = 20 dB
	Omni-directional antenna with -3.5 dBi.

	Noise figure
	5 dB
	9 dB

	Transmit power
	46 dBm
	31 dBm

	Antenna height
	45 m
	1.5 m

	ACLR
	45 dB
	Use Table 5.2 in TR 36.942
ACLR1: 30+X, ACLR2: 43+X
Where X is 1 dB

	ACS
	45 dB
	27 dB (20 MHz), 33 dB (10 MHz)



Simulations should assume the worst case of 100 % HPUEs in the scenarios with HPUEs.
[bookmark: _Toc164753846][bookmark: _Toc165015888][bookmark: _Toc165016003]D.1.5	Simulation Procedure
For the co-existence study, the following procedure shall be performed:
1)	Run the Band 66 UL to UL coexistence study, assuming parameters of both systems are according to Table D.1.4-1 (a). Power control parameters in Table D.1.2-1 are used. This corresponds to the coexistence of two commercial networks operating in adjacent channel and with similar deployment parameters. This is used as the reference. Band 66 victim system performance degradation results in this scenario are used as the baseline. Provide a CDF plot of UE transmit power.
2)	Run the Band 66 UL to UL coexistence study, assuming +31 dBm power class UE is deployed in Band 66 interfering system only and obtain the victim system performance degradation results. The simulation parameters in Tables D.1.4-1 (a) and D.1.4-1 (b) are used for the victim and interfering system, respectively. And the power control parameters in Tables D.1.2-1 and D.1.2-2 are used for the victim and interfering system, respectively. Provide a CDF plot of UE transmit power.
3)	Compare the Band 66 victim system performance degradation obtaining in steps 1) and 2), choose the 31 dBm UE ACLR value so that the victim system performance degradation due to 31 dBm UE in 2) is the same as 1).
[bookmark: _Toc164753847][bookmark: _Toc165015889][bookmark: _Toc165016004]D.2	Simulation results
[bookmark: _Toc164753848][bookmark: _Toc165015890][bookmark: _Toc165016005]D.2.1	2 km inter-site distance
The CDFs of the UE transmit power as well as the victim system UL throughput loss Vs ACLR offset (with different power control parameter sets) for 2 km inter-site distance are shown in Figure D.2.1-1 below.
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 (a) With Power Control Parameter Set 1
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(b) With Power Control Parameter Set 2
Figure D.2.1-1: For 2 km inter-site distance
It can be seen from the CDFs of the UE transmit power in Figure D.2.1-1 that the CDFs of the 23 dBm UE and the 31 dBm UE are identical until the UE reach their maximum output power. This is expected as the CLx-ile is adjusted according to the UE maximum output power. Comparing the CDFs of the UE transmit power with Set 1 and Set 2, it can be seen that more (~5.8% of 23 dBm UE and ~0.8% of 31 dBm UE) of the UE population transmitted with their maximum output power with the more aggressive Set 1.
Moreover, it can be seen from the victim system UL throughput loss Vs ACLR offset results in Figure D.2.1-1 that with the more aggressive Set 1, the 37 dB ACLR of the 31 dBm UE (currently specified for power class 1 UE) will ensure that the victim system performance degradation due to 31 dBm interfering UE is not larger than that due to 23 dBm interfering UE.
[bookmark: _Toc164753849][bookmark: _Toc165015891][bookmark: _Toc165016006]D.2.2	5.1 km inter-site distance
The CDFs of the UE transmit power as well as the victim system UL throughput loss Vs ACLR offset (with different power control parameter sets) for 5.1 km inter-site distance are shown in Figure D.2.2-1 below.
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(a) With Power Control Parameter Set 1
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(b) With Power Control Parameter Set 2
Figure D.2.2-1: For 1 km inter-site distance
Similar observations can be made from the results in Figure D.2.2-1, namely that the CDFs of the 23 dBm UE and the 31 dBm UE are identical until the UE reach their maximum output power, more (~6.2% of 23 dBm UE and ~0.8% of 31 dBm UE) of the UE population transmitted with their maximum output power with the more aggressive Set 1, and the 37 dB ACLR of the 31 dBm UE (currently specified for power class 1 UE) will ensure that the victim system performance degradation due to 31 dBm interfering UE is not larger than that due to 23 dBm interfering UE.
[bookmark: _Toc164753850][bookmark: _Toc165015892][bookmark: _Toc165016007]D.2.3	9.3 km inter-site distance
The CDFs of the UE transmit power as well as the victim system UL throughput loss Vs ACLR offset (with different power control parameter sets) for 9.3 km inter-site distance are shown in Figure D.2.3-1 below.
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(a) With Power Control Parameter Set 1
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(b) With Power Control Parameter Set 2
Figure D.2.3-1: For 2 km inter-site distance
Similar observations can be made from the results in Figure D.2.3-1, namely that the CDFs of the 23 dBm UE and the 31 dBm UE are identical until the UE reach their maximum output power, more (~5.5% of 23 dBm UE and ~0.7% of 31 dBm UE) of the UE population transmitted with their maximum output power with the more aggressive Set 1, and the 37 dB ACLR of the 31 dBm UE (currently specified for power class 1 UE) will ensure that the victim system performance degradation due to 31 dBm interfering UE is not larger than that due to 23 dBm interfering UE.
[bookmark: _Toc164753851][bookmark: _Toc165015893][bookmark: _Toc165016008]D.2.4	BS received signal power
The 99.99%-tile of the victim BS received signal power for the simulated 31 dBm UE cases are summarized in Table D.2.4-1 below. It can be seen that the 99.99%-tile received signal power in all simulated cases, except with the more aggressive Set 1 for 2 km inter-site distance, are lower than the current -43 dBm in-band blocking requirements specified in RAN4 specifications for wide-area BS. In the exception case, site engineering solutions (e.g., larger distance between victim BS and interfering FWA UE, better RF filtering in the victim BS receiver chain) will be required to ensure satisfactory coexistence between the victim BS and interfering 31 dBm UE.
Table D.2.4-1: 99.99%-tile victim BS received signal power
	Power control parameters
	2 km inter-site distance
	5.1 km inter-site distance
	9.3 km inter-site distance

	Set 1
	-40.4777
	-49.9282
	-49.6919

	Set 2
	-54.3937
	-62.1426
	-62.3532
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