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CA configuration of CA_n5-n105
Inputs for this band combinations were provided by 4 companies in [1, 2, 3, 4]
ΔTIB,c
Three contributing companies have proposed 0.5dB in both bands
<Way forward/Agreement>: following table is captured in 38.101-1
Table 1: ΔTIB,c due to NR CA (two bands).
	Inter-band CA combination
	ΔTIB,c for NR bands (dB)9

	
	Component band in order of bands in configuration10

	CA_n5-n105
	0.5
	0.5


ΔRIB,c
Three contributing companies have proposed 0dB in both bands while a third one proposed 0.3dB for both bands, as a compromise averaging is used.
<Way forward/Agreement>: following table is captured in 38.101-1
Table 2: ΔRIB,c due to NR CA (two bands).
	Inter-band CA combination
	ΔRIB,c for NR bands (dB)8

	
	Component band in order of bands in configuration9

	CA_n5-n105
	0.1
	0.1



Cross band MSD for n5 due to n105 UL
Four companies provided values and test point with the same test point and just some different MSD values with one company values is based on 3 antenna architecture and proposes 0dB MSD. Average amongst 2 antennas is 1.7dB, with 0dB value added average is 1.3dB. given the small difference it is suggested to use the worst case based on two antenna approach.
<Way forward/Agreement>: following table is captured in 38.101-1
	UL band
	DL band
	UL Fc
	UL BW
	SCS of UL band
	UL RB Allocation
	DL Fc
	DL BW
	MSD
	Cross-band
Interference
source

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

	n105
	n5
	693
	20
	15
	20 (RBstart=86)
	871.5
	5
	1.7
	>ACLR2


Cross band MSD for n105 due to n5 UL
Four companies provided values and test point with the same test point and just some different MSD values with one company values is based on 3 antenna architecture and proposes 0dB MSD. Average amongst 2 antennas is 3.3dB, with 0dB value added average is 2.5dB. given the small difference it is suggested to use the worst case based on two antenna approach.
<Way forward/Agreement>: following table is captured in 38.101-1
	UL band
	DL band
	UL Fc
	UL BW
	SCS of UL band
	UL RB Allocation
	DL Fc
	DL BW
	MSD
	Cross-band
Interference
source

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

	n5
	n105
	834
	20
	15
	20 (RBstart=0)
	649.5
	5
	3.3
	>ACLR2




CA configuration of CA_n28-n105
Inputs for this band combinations were provided by 4 companies in [1, 5, 6, 7]
ΔTIB,c
Three contributing companies have proposed same value for both bands at 1dB, 1.1dB or 0.7dB the lower one based on 3 antennas. Since delta T should enable 2 antennas in the future, 1dB can be adopted.
<Way forward/Agreement>: following table is captured in 38.101-1
Table 1: ΔTIB,c due to NR CA (two bands).
	Inter-band CA combination
	ΔTIB,c for NR bands (dB)9

	
	Component band in order of bands in configuration10

	CA_n28-n105
	1.0
	1.0


ΔRIB,c
Three contributing companies have proposed same value for both bands at 0.8dB, 0.7dB or 0.2dB with the lower one based on 3 antennas. Since delta R should enable 2 antennas in the future, 0.7dB can be adopted.
<Way forward/Agreement>: following table is captured in 38.101-1
Table 2: ΔRIB,c due to NR CA (two bands).
	Inter-band CA combination
	ΔRIB,c for NR bands (dB)8

	
	Component band in order of bands in configuration9

	CA_n28-n105
	0.7
	0.7



Cross band MSD for n28 due to n105 UL
Four companies provided values and test point with the same test point and just some different MSD values with one company values is based on 3 antenna architecture. Average amongst 2 antennas is 6.9dB, with 2dB value added average is 5.7dB. given the small difference it is suggested to use the worst case based on two antenna approach.
<Way forward/Agreement>: following table is captured in 38.101-1
	UL band
	DL band
	UL Fc
	UL BW
	SCS of UL band
	UL RB Allocation
	DL Fc
	DL BW
	MSD
	Cross-band
Interference
source

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

	n105
	n28
	693
	20
	15
	20 (RBstart=86)
	760.5
	5
	6.9
	>ACLR2


Cross band MSD for n105 due to n28 UL
Four companies provided values and test point with the same test point and just some different MSD values and given the small difference it is suggested to use averaging approach.
<Way forward/Agreement>: following table is captured in 38.101-1
	UL band
	DL band
	UL Fc
	UL BW
	SCS of UL band
	UL RB Allocation
	DL Fc
	DL BW
	MSD
	Cross-band
Interference
source

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

	n28
	n105
	718
	30
	15
	25 (RBstart=0)
	649.5
	5
	12.1
	ACLR2


CA configuration of CA_n26-n28
Inputs for this band combinations were provided by 4 companies in [1, 8, 9, 10]
ΔTIB,c
Three contributing companies have proposed same values.
<Way forward/Agreement>: following table is captured in 38.101-1
Table 1: ΔTIB,c due to NR CA (two bands).
	Inter-band CA combination
	ΔTIB,c for NR bands (dB)9

	
	Component band in order of bands in configuration10

	CA_n26-n28
	0.7
	0.7


ΔRIB,c
Three contributing companies have proposed same values.
<Way forward/Agreement>: following table is captured in 38.101-1
Table 2: ΔRIB,c due to NR CA (two bands).
	Inter-band CA combination
	ΔRIB,c for NR bands (dB)8

	
	Component band in order of bands in configuration9

	CA_n26-n28
	0.2
	0.2



Cross band MSD for n28 due to n26 UL for full band n28 and lower 30MHz n28
three companies provided values with the same test point for ACLR2 and four companies for ACLR1 cases with different MSD values and with one company providing input on filter performance. 
For ACLR 1 the average amongst 4 companies the range is 31dB to 47.4dB and the average is 36.9dB and can be used. For ACLR 2 the average amongst 3 companies is 13.7dB and can be used.
Since it is not convenient to capture two test points only one can be captured in the TS. However, we can capture both test points and values in the TR to provide useful information for operators and regions that only uses the lower 30MHz of band n28
<Way forward/Agreement>: the inputs from companies on both test points is captured in 38.872
following table is captured in 38.101-1
	UL band
	DL band
	UL Fc
	UL BW
	SCS of UL band
	UL RB Allocation
	DL Fc
	DL BW
	MSD
	Cross-band
Interference
source

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

	n26
	n28
	824
	20
	15
	25 (RBstart=0)
	800.5
	5
	36.9
	ACLR1


Cross band MSD for n26 due to n28 UL
One company also proposed cross band MSD for band n26 from n28 UL at 1.7dB due to transmitter noise floor since other companies have found this issue to be negligible and the small value proposed, this MSD may be ignored
<Way forward/Agreement>: no MSD is captured for n26 due to n28 UL
Cross band MSD for n28 due to n26+n28 UL
One company provided values for dual UL cross band MSD for 20MHz n26 UL + n28 30MHz UL for the two n28 cases:
· Full band n28 at 13.5dB MSD
· Lower 30MHz of band n28 at 1.9 dB MSD

Since it is not convenient to capture two points only the worst one can be captured in the TS and second test point can be captured in the TR. And since it is a single company input, it is put in [] to allow further checks
<Way forward/Agreement>: following table is captured in 38.101
	UL band
	DL band
	UL Fc
	UL BW
	SCS of UL band
	UL RB Allocation
	DL Fc
	DL BW
	MSD
	Cross-band
Interference source

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

	n26
	n28
	824
	20
	15
	25 (RBstart=0)
	788
	30
	[13.5]
	ACLR1 from n26 and n28

	n28
	
	733
	30
	15
	25 (RBstart=135)
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