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1.	Introduction
Below 6GHz NR BS ACLR requirements were further discussed in RAN4#84, and the way forward was agreed in [1], where certain aspects are FFS. These FFS aspects were further discussed in RAN4-NR#3 [2-7], but no conclusion could be reached.
This contribution provides a proposal to conclude on the FFS aspects to specify the below 6GHz NR BS ACLR conducted requirements in the RAN4 specifications.

2.	Discussion
[bookmark: _Toc336211415]The following aspect for NR BS ACLR requirements was FFS in the agreed way forward in [1]:
· [bookmark: _Hlk492329181]For ACLR vs. NR, following options can be considered as a measurement BW for adjacent channel power measurement.
· Option 1: max transmission BW configuration of the CBW (between SCS)
· Option 2: transmission BW configuration of wanted signal (with the same SCS)
· Investigate whether co-existence is guaranteed or not with adjacent channel which uses smaller SCS than own one.
Adopting option 2 would align the NR measurement BW for adjacent channel power measurement with the practice adopted for E-UTRA ACLR measurement. However, as stated in the agreed way forward, RAN4 would need to investigate whether co-existence is guaranteed or not with adjacent channel which uses smaller SCS than own one. This is because the spectrum utilization, which has been agreed in RAN4 [8], has a higher utilization percentage of the channel bandwidth for smaller SCS. Hence if the adjacent channel UE uses a smaller SCS and hence a higher utilization percentage of the channel bandwidth, more ACI would be received by the UE receiver with a wider transmission BW configuration, and thus DL coexistence may be negatively impacted.
On the other hand, BS passing the requirements with option 1 will guarantee DL coexistence with adjacent channel system using larger or equal SCS (and thus lower utilization percentage of the channel bandwidth). This would help to reduce the uncertainty in DL coexistence, as well as to reduce the number of required test cases (as BS passing the requirements with option 1 would not need to be tested against another adjacent channel with different SCS). However, as other max transmission BW configuration may be supported in future releases as compared to those agreed in [8], adopting option 2 would mean that the measurement BW for adjacent channel power measurement may need to be reviewed for future releases.
In view of the above reasonings, each option has its pro and con, and the delta is minor in term of the required radio performance to fulfil the requirement. To complete the RAN4 NR work as schedule, it is proposed to decide on one option for ACLR vs. NR measurement BW for adjacent channel power measurement based on the majority view in RAN4#84Bis.

3.	Conclusion and proposal
This contribution has provided a proposal to conclude on the FFS aspects to specify the below 6GHz NR BS ACLR conducted requirements in the RAN4 specifications.
Proposals:
To decide on one option for ACLR vs. NR measurement BW for adjacent channel power measurement based on the majority view in RAN4#84Bis.
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