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1 Introduction
In last RAN4#110bis meeting, a WF ([1]) was agreed, leaving open the NTN UE ACS value.
This contribution is further discussing this aspect.
2 Discussion
NTN UE ACS
In last RAN4#110 meeting, it was not possible to conclude on the NTN UE ACS value, companies had major diverging opinions on which value should taken.
RAN4 made the following agreement ([1]): 
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First, it should be noted that, from the coexistence simulations outcomes, coexistence will anyway be difficult in scenario 5 (NT DL vs NTN DL). In last RAN4#110 meeting, our contribution proposed to specify a NTN UE ACS value of 30dBc ([2]), already as a compromise from the simulation results. 
And, listening to the satellite companies’ concerns, we were ready for a further compromise proposed by Thales, specifying a NTN UE ACS value of 27.5 dBc (option 1 in the WF [1]).
Nevertheless, this was still not acceptable by some satellite companies who argued that:
· They already have designed VSAT devices assuming a lower ACS value. 
· Any ACS value above 23-25dBc would have major impacts on NTN VSAT design, increasing its final cost. 
· As there is no TN band in the 17 GHz frequency range, any ACS value coming from the coexistence study would be ”artificial”.
· Some existing standards (e.g. ETSI ENs) specify today an ACS value of 7 dBc only. 
We already responded to those arguments in last RAN4#110 meeting but we would like to reiterate that 3GPP always assumes that 3GPP RATs might coexist when specifying RF requirements, even if this might not happen. That’s why 3GPP triggers coexistence study when a new RAT and or a new frequency range is considered. 
Even if there won’t be any adjacent RAT(s) in a band, ACLR and ACS requirements are still applicable. For example, when a band is very narrow (e.g. n106), most likely one operator only would operate in that band and there won’t be any adjacent RAT. Still ACLR/ACS requirements apply for that band. 
This is a general principle and there is no reason it should not be applicable to NTN as well. 
Nevertheless, we are sensible to the satellite companies’ concern on design and cost impacts if the ACS value is too high. But without any detailed enough technical analysis, it remains difficult to evaluate the real impact and so accept any further ACS relaxation, highlighting that the 27.5 dBc value is already a 2.5 dB compromise to our last proposal.
 Without any other inputs from satellite companies, we would then make the following proposal:
Proposal: Specify NTN VSAT (fixed and mobile) ACS with a value of 27.5 dBc.
2. Conclusion
In this contribution, we followed up on the discussion related to NTN VSAT ACS for the Ka-band and made the following proposal:
Proposal: Specify NTN VSAT (fixed and mobile) ACS with a value of 27.5 dBc.
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Issue 3-5: UE ACS

Further investigate and check the current TN FR2 ACS test methodology/configuration and conclude a single ACS
value from Option 1 and Option 2 in the next meeting

e Option 1: [27.5]dBc
e Option 2: [23-28]dBc




