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1. Introduction
In last RAN4 #101 bis e-meeting, a LS to RCC[1] is proposed with three issues that hope the feedback from RCC.
In this contribution, we try to show our understanding on these three issues.
2. Discussion
Abou the first issue that:
1)	Article 21 of the Radio Regulations was cited as providing the limitations on Tx output power from the network side. Does RCC recommend any output power level restrictions on the device side?
If we refer to RCC Recommendation 1/21, it states guidance of UE Tx power as the third item of the “Harmonised Technical Conditions for 5G-NR/IMT-2020 Systems in the 6425-7125 MHz Frequency Band”. We just list the component as below to give more clear information. 
“3.	The power of 5G-NR/IMT-2020 base stations and user equipment should not exceed the limits established by Article 21of the Radio Regulations for the radio frequency band 6425-7125.”
So, our understanding is that RCC has already recommended output power level restrictions on the device side. And there is no need to send this issue to RCC again to avoid duplicated work.
Observation 1: RCC has already recommended output power level restrictions on the device side. And there is no need to send the first issue in previous LS to RCC again to avoid duplicated work.
About the second issue that:
2)	It is stated that “Administrations may restrict the use of frequency blocks, including within the 6425-6525 MHz and 7100-7125 MHz frequency bands, in order to ensure compatibility with stations in FS, FSS, SOS, SRS and EESS.” 
· Does this mean fully preventing usage of the frequency block as the only method? Or are other types of restriction considered, e.g. power restrictions, guard bands, or anything else? 
· Would each administration have the freedom to set their own emissions requirements outside of the frequency block when the block is used for 5G NR operation, considering networks and devices?
About the restriction on NR operation, our understanding is that fully preventing usage of the frequency block is only one of the methods because the wording of “restrict” may mean some restrictions/methods are needed but the detailed methods are not limited. Some other methods are not excluded, e.g. power restrictions, guard bands or anything else. But from our understanding, power limitation or guard bands are regional operation requirements and are out of scope of 3GPP. Besides, there is no such detailed RF requirements in current RCC recommendation. Therefore, this issue will not impact R17 6GHz RF requirements definition. 
Observation 2: the first sub-issue is the regional operation requirements and will not impact 3GPP RF definition. 
About the dedicated emissions requirements outside the frequency block. From our understanding, at least there is no other dedicated requirements from any administrations until now. so 3GPP don’t need to define other regional unwanted emission requirements at least in R17, i.e. additional regional spurious emissions to protect co-existence with other services/system except 2G/3G/4G/5G system.
Observation 3: at least in R17, there is no need to define additional regional spurious emission requirements.
About the third issue that:
3)	Given that the 5945-6425MHz range is designated for operation of WAS/RLAN systems by CEPT, does RCC have any further recommendation for how to coexist with systems operating in that range?
I guess the basic principle is that WAS/RLAN unlicensed spectrum shall not require any protection. This principle applies to any countries/regions.
Observation 4: WAS/RLAN unlicensed spectrum shall not require any protection.
So it seems we don’t need the LS[1] to RCC.
Proposal 1: it seems we don’t need LS [1] to RCC.
3. Conclusions
In this contribution, our understanding of the LS[1] is listed with following observations and proposals:
Observation 1: RCC has already recommended output power level restrictions on the device side. And there is no need to send the first issue in previous LS to RCC again to avoid duplicated work.
Observation 2: the first sub-issue in issue 2 is the regional operation requirements and will not impact 3GPP RF definition. 
Observation 3: at least in R17, there is no need to define additional regional spurious emission requirements.
Observation 4: WAS/RLAN unlicensed spectrum shall not require any protection.
Proposal 1: it seems we don’t need LS [1] to RCC.
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