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Testing in SBFD and non-SBFD slots
Some requirements might need to be tested in both SBFD and non-SBFD slots even when the requirement is the same. The reason would be if it could be expected that the BS operating condition may differ between SBFD and non-SBFD slots. Whether to apply a test in both SBFD and non-SBFD slots should be discussed on a requirement by requirement phase in the conformance part of a WI.
RF requirement considering semi-static and dynamic condition
Agreement (for SI phase):
For SBFD-capable BS, RF requirement shall only be studied based on the semi-static configuration of subband time and frequency location, which is supported by SBFD-capable BS.

Transition times between SBFD and non-SBFD slots
Agreement:  Between the non-SBFD slot and SBFD slot and vice versa, a transition period is needed.  If the SBFD configuration between adjacent SBFD slots is the same, then no transition period is needed.

Total power dynamic range
The requirement limit for the total power dynamic range for SBFD slots is not as yet agreed. Contributions proposing a requirement limit are encouraged.

Co-location and co-existence requirements
For co-location and coexistence requirement, further contributions are encouraged to decide on one of the following options: 
· Option 1: Co-location requirement can’t use 30 dB coupling loss as the coupling loss assumption for SBFD capable gNB co-location related requirement.
· Option 2: No update on existing requirements, it’s declaration basis whether BS need to follow the requirements. 

Transmitter intermodulation
For transmitter intermodulation in SBFD slots, further contributions are encouraged to decide on one of the following options: 
· TX IM is not applied in SBFD slots
· TX IM is applied in SBFD slots, but with a different interferer offset than 30dB
· TX IM is applied in SBFD slots with 30dB interferer offset. SBFD RX requirements are not applicable when the TX IM interferer is applied.
In channel adjacent sub-band leakage ratio
Further contributions are welcomed taking into account the following options:
· Option 1: Do not create a new requirement for in-channel adjacent sub-band leakage ratio
· Option 2: Create a new requirement on in-channel adjacent sub-band leakage ratio, similar to ACLR 
· Requirement limit should also be proposed

In-channel adjacent sub-band selectivity and blocking
Further contributions are welcomed taking into account the following options:
· Option 1: Do not create a new requirement for in-channel adjacent sub-band selectivity or blocking
· Option 2: Create a new requirement on in-channel adjacent sub-band selectivity (similar to ACS), but no blocking requirement
· Requirement limit should also be proposed
· Option 3: Create a new requirement on in-channel adjacent sub-band blocking, but no selectivity requirement
· Requirement limit should also be proposed
· Option 4: Create new requirements on in-channel adjacent sub-band selectivity (similar to ACS) and blocking 
· Requirement limits should also be proposed


