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1	Introduction
In RAN4#94bis e-meeting WF on n77 use for the US C-band was approved [1]. WF agreement is captured below.
· Agreement: The band n77 can be re-used by 3GPP for the U.S. C-band
· Further check the co-existence requirements for the U.S. operation
·  Determine whether any changes to the UE co-existence table are needed
· Determine whether other additional spurious emission requirements are needed for Band n77 in 3GPP requirements
· If it is found that additional requirements are needed, they will be introduced in a way so that legacy n77 devices operating in legacy networks are not impacted. 
· Define the requirements which cover the U.S. C-band in Rel-16
· Settle major aspects with CR(s) by the RAN4 May meeting
In this contribution we discuss the co-existence aspects that were called in WF.
2	Discussion
In previous RAN4 meeting it was concluded in [2][[3] that for C-band FCC has worked with industry to create a SEM that is compatible with NR general emissions mask [1] to allow companies to benefit from economies of scale as by using n77 also in US the band becomes global. Furthermore, this means no A-MPR is necessary. These aspects are also reflected in WF [1] which calls only further check the co-existence requirements for the U.S. operation.
Band of interest when studying necessary co-existence requirements for C-band are presented in Figure 1.
[image: ]
Figure 1: spectrum arrangements in C-band frequency range
We start by examining the Table 1 from 38.101-1 and we can observe that no UE to UE co-existence requirement is defined between bands n77 and n78 or towards E-UTRA bands 42 and 43. 
Table 1: Table 6.5.3.2-1: Requirements for spurious emissions for UE co-existence 38.101-1
	n77, n78
	E-UTRA Band 1, 3, 5, 7, 8, 11, 18, 19, 20, 21, 26, 28, 34, 39, 40, 41, 65
	FDL_low 
	-
	FDL_high
	-50
	1
	

	
	Frequency range
	1884.5
	-
	1915.7
	-41
	0.3
	8



Then looking the E-UTRA specification in Table 2 we can observe similarly as for NR that there are no UE to UE co-existence requirement is defined between bands 42 and 43.
Table 2: Table 6.6.3.2-1: Requirements from 36.101
	42
	E-UTRA Band 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 10, 11, 18, 19, 20, 21, 25, 26, 27, 28, 31, 32, 33, 34, 38, 40, 41, 44, 45, 50, 51, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 87, 88
NR Band n79
	FDL_low 
	-
	FDL_high
	-50
	1
	

	
	Frequency range
	1884.5
	-
	1915.7
	-41
	0.3
	8

	43
	E-UTRA Band 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 10, 20, 25, 26, 27, 28, 31,32, 33, 34, 38, 40, 50, 51, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 85, 87, 88
	FDL_low 
	-
	FDL_high
	-50
	1
	



Reason why there are no UE to UE co-existence requirements defined between TDD bands in this frequency range of interest is that the basic assumption is synchronized operation between the bands and therefore it would not be justified to define such a requirement to UE. In our view similar approach can be taken between n77 and n48.
Proposal: RAN4 will not define UE to UE co-existence requirement between bands n77 and n48 or n77 and LTE bands 48 and 49 .
3	Conclusion
In this contribution we have discussed co-existence aspects for the n77 U.S. operation and made following proposal.
Proposal: RAN4 will not define UE to UE co-existence requirement between bands n77 and n48 or n77 and LTE bands 48 and 49 .
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