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1. Introduction
In the last meeting, how to specify co-existence for 2UL inter-band CA was discussed [1]. In the contribution, five options were provided, however the clear way forward has not been concluded. This contribution provides a way forward for the specification for 2UL.
2. Discussion
In the contribution [1], five options were provided as follow.
1) No requirements since cross regions are not defined in TS 36.101

2) UE-UE coexistence requirements specified on a country by country basis

3) Only protect frequency ranges/bands that are protected by both bands

4) Protect all frequency ranges/bands that both of the bands protect

5) Choose a subset of protected frequency ranges/bands to protect based on spectrum allocations in the countries where the two bands are deployed 

We would like to support option 4. We take the case of band 1 and band 5 CA as an example. With operating LTE in band 1, this band should of course protect all bands described as co-existence table 6.6.3.2-1. In this table, band 1 protects band 7 but band 5 does not. When option 4 is adopted, it seems to be redundancy for band 5 to protect band 7 in some region. However it would be difficult for terminals to discriminate regions and change the protection bands. Therefore, we believe that the option 4 would be the best way to specify for 2UL co-existence from perspective of the secure protection. In this regard, an additional table for 2UL specification is not needed excepting for describing as “In the 2UL inter-band CA case, the specification for co-existence refers to 6.6.3.1-1”. It would be good from viewpoint of simple specification also. In addition, band 5 does not protect band 1 in current specification. This is strange nevertheless these two bands are allocated in same region. These bands should be protected by each other.
 Proposal: Option 4 is adopted to specify 2UL co-existence and two bands operating 2UL should be protected by each other.
3. Conclusion
In this paper, we provided a way forward for the specification for 2UL.
Proposal: Option 4 is adopted to specify 2UL co-existence and two bands operating 2UL should be protected by each other.
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