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1. Introduction
The improvement for the MSD table is discussed under the BCS4 WI during several RAN4 meetings [1][2]. The discussion includes the reduction or restriction the number of the MSD test points.
The number of MSD test points related WF in [1]:

	P2 WF on scope:

The WF guideline only applies to MSD due harmonic and MSD due to cross-band isolation of new combinations. For these two MSD categories:

· Consider 1 or more relevant MSD test points for different victim CBWs.
· Introduce at least 1 MSD test point that is compatible with the highest CBW that is mandatory


The number of MSD test points related WF in [2]:
	P2: Reduce or restrict the number of test points for a given MSD type and a given band combination



FFS the number of test points.


In this contribution, we provide our view on this aspect.
2. Discussion

Currently the MSD for harmonic and cross band isolation is defined with all of the supported channel bandwidth for the DL victim band, and as the number of supported NR channel bandwidths might become more and more in the future releases, which will increase the size and the complexity of the MSD table, so it is proposed to reduce or restrict the number of test points for a given MSD type and a given band combination in the approved WF in last RAN4 meeting [2].
First of all, in our view, the MSD requirements are definitely handled by RAN4, but the actual test points are handled by RAN5, so the consideration of the complexity of the test points can also be handled by RAN5, but we are also fine to reduce the number of MSD requirements to reduce the table size in RAN4 specifications.
Second, during the previous RAN4 meeting, there were some proposals to specify only one MSD requirement of the minimum supported victim channel bandwidth for the harmonic and cross-band isolation, with the reason that it provides the worst MSD levels. However, the reference sensitivity requirements are also different from different channel bandwidth. In addition, large bandwidth support is one of the important aspects in NR, the NR deployment are usually based on large channel bandwidth (ex: larger than 50MHz) on new NR FR1 bands such as n77, n78 and n79, therefore we think it is reasonable to keep also the MSD requirement for the largest victim DL channel bandwidth at least. As the example of CA_n46-n78, CA_n41-n77 in the following table in [2].
	UL band
	DL band
	UL Fc
	UL BW
	SCS of UL band
	UL RB Allocation
	DL Fc
	DL BW
	MSD
	X band interference source

	
	
	(MHz)
	(MHz)
	(kHz)
	LCRB
	(MHz)
	(MHz)
	(dB)
	

	n3
	n74
	1720
	20
	15
	100 (RBstart=0)
	1515.5
	5
	2.6
	>ACLR2

	n34
	n3
	2012.5
	5
	15
	25 (RBstart=0)
	1877.5
	5
	3
	>ACLR2

	n46
	n78
	5190
	100
	30
	216 (RBstart=0)
	3795
	10
	10.4
	>ACLR2

	n46
	n78
	5190
	100
	30
	216 (RBstart=0)
	3750
	100
	5.1
	>ACLR2

	n77
	n41
	3350
	100
	30
	270 (RBstart=0)
	2685
	10
	4.5
	>ACLR2

	n77
	n41
	3350
	100
	30
	270 (RBstart=0)
	2640
	100
	4.5
	>ACLR2

	NOTE X: When the victim DL bands are FDD bands, the UL RB allocation of victim FDD bands shouldn’t be configured


Also in the WF[1], it is mentioned to introduce at least 1 MSD test point that is compatible with the highest CBW that is mandatory.

Based on the consideration above, we propose the following proposal for further discussion.

Proposal 1: When considering MSD table improvement for the harmonic or cross-band isolation (>ACLR2), two MSD requirements for a given MSD type and a given band combination can be considered at least, one for the minimum victim downlink channel bandwidth and the other for the largest victim downlink channel bandwidth.
3. Conclusion

Proposal 1: When considering MSD table improvement for the harmonic or cross-band isolation (>ACLR2), two MSD requirements for a given MSD type and a given band combination can be considered at least, one for the minimum victim downlink channel bandwidth and the other for the largest victim downlink channel bandwidth.
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