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Introduction
[bookmark: OLE_LINK2]In the RAN4#95e meeting, WF on BS and UE IMT parameters [4] was approved, however there is still some remaining open issues, therefore in this contribution, we want to share some further considerations on that.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK20][bookmark: OLE_LINK13][bookmark: OLE_LINK14]Discussion 
2.1 Open issues for UE side
For UE blocking requirements, as in-band blocking requirement is also related with power level of ACS interferer signal, according to the simulation results provided in the companion paper [xx], acceptable ACIR for 6.425-7.125GHz and 10-10.5GHz could be slightly relaxed compared with legacy FR1 NR system with BS ACLR=45dBc and UE ACS=33dBc, the specific value for in-band blocking requirement could be postponed until the UE ACS requirement is agreed. 
Proposal 1: in-band blocking requirement could be postponed until UE ACS requirement is agreed.
For OOBB requirements for 6.425-7.125GHz, as 802.11ax/be is supposed to operate in that frequency range and maximum emitted power up to 30dBm, then considering the minimum coupling loss between STA and NR UE, then OOBB requirement could be derived as 30-4-20*log10(4*pi*1m*7*10^9/(3*10^8))=-23dBm where 4dB is to represent that terminals are usually operate below 4~6dB than maximum output power.
Observation 1: for 7GHz, OOBB level could be around -23dB according to the coexistence scenario; 
For OOBB requirements for 10-10.5GHz, as there are no WiFi like system operating at that frequency, then OOBB requirement could be derived from both UE->UE and BS-UE interference perspective. 
Proposal 2: for 10GHz, OOBB requirement should be further discussed based on the coexistence analysis e.g. BS->UE coexistence and UE->UE coexistence. 
In addition, the existing upper frequency 12.75GHz of OOBB cannot cover the 2nd harmonic of the upper frequency edge of 6.425-7.125GHz and 10-10.5GHz.
Proposal 3: the existing upper frequency 12.75GHz of OOBB should be extended to cover the 2nd harmonic of the upper frequency edge of 6.425-7.125GHz and 10-10.5GHz.
Conclusions
In this contribution, we shared initial inputs for NR BS parameters at 6.425-7.125GHz and 10.0-10.5GHz and proposals are made as following:
.Proposal 1: in-band blocking requirement could be postponed until UE ACS requirement is agreed.
Observation 1: for 7GHz, OOBB level could be around -23dB according to the coexistence scenario; 
Proposal 2: for 10GHz, OOBB requirement should be further discussed based on the coexistence analysis e.g. BS->UE coexistence and UE->UE coexistence. 
Proposal 3: the existing upper frequency 12.75GHz of OOBB should be extended to cover the 2nd harmonic of the upper frequency edge of 6.425-7.125GHz and 10-10.5GHz.
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