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Introduction
In RAN4#84bis meeting the necessity of absolute ACLR requirement has already been recognized and the WF on absolute ACLR [1] was agreed with two options to be decided in RAN4#85 as:
· Option 1 : 
· To adopt -13 dBm/MHz as the absolute ACLR value for Macro BS and [-20 dBm/MHz] for other BS classes.
· Option 2 : 
· To adopt -13 dBm/MHz for BS with maximum output power PTx ≥ 35 dBm in the frequency range 24.24 – 33.4 GHz and PTx ≥ 33 dBm in the frequency range 37 – 52.6 GHz;
·  To adopt [-20 dBm/MHz] for BS with maximum output power PTx < 35 dBm in the frequency range 24.24 – 33.4 GHz and PTx < 33 dBm in the frequency range 37 – 52.6 GHz
In this contribution we share our understanding on this aspect. 
Discussion
In context of absolute ACLR requirement for FR2 BS, it is proposed to adopt option 1 in [1], i.e., “To adopt -13 dBm/MHz as the absolute ACLR value for Macro BS and [-20 dBm/MHz] for other BS classes.”
The first consideration should be taken into account is in both E-UTRA BS specification and AAS specification the absolute ACLR value is defined in BS class specific way. Hence we believe in NR phase for FR2, the same criteria should be maintained. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Secondly, the PTx threshold inherited from SI phase is derived by mathematical calculation based on specific channel Bandwidth of 200MHz and agreed ACLR value, with no agreement on BS output power at that time. Even though we do understand that RAN4 need such agreement to reply WP5D in timely manner, it should be stressed that this may bring in unnecessary restriction on implementation. 
For example, a BS product, which designed to work as WA BS to support wide area coverage, will not be allowed to implement by relative lower TRP combined with lager antenna array size. Or for a WA BS with lower TRP level, the more stringent SEM would be applied unnecessarily if option 2 is introduced. 
Proposal 1: define absolute ACLR as -13dBm/MHz for Macro BS and -20dBm/MHz for other BS classes.

Furthermore, if we review LTE specification, for E-UTRA the UEM is applied per antenna connector with BS class specific way. And in AAS specification the even though the UEM requirement is defined based on conductive power with basic limit, the scaling is still allowed to count in NTXU,countedpercell. We can understand there is no conductive requirement for FR2 as baseline for NR. But it is not reasonable that this aspect is not reflected for FR2 in anywhere. And the second consideration for absolute ACLR is also suitable for FR2 SEM requirement. Hence we propose to reconsider the definition of SEM of FR2 BS. There are several candidate solutions as below:
· Option 1: define SEM according BS class rather than power level.
· Option 2: for Macro BS among the requirement of relative ACLR, absolute ALCR and SEM, the least stringent requirement would be applied in OOB range. 
· Option 3: PTX level in SEM should be further reviewed according to agreement on TRP output power. 
Conclusion
In this contribution we provide our view on how to define absolute ACLR requirement for FR2 BS. It is suggested that to adopt option 1 in [1] to define such requirement. Furthermore the SEM requirement should be further optimized to allow proper flexibility of implementation. 
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