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Introduction
[bookmark: OLE_LINK2]In the RAN4#96-e-Bis meeting, WF on simulation assumption [1] was approved for further coexistence evaluation work. Therefore in this contribution, we share some updated simulation results for further discussion. 
[bookmark: OLE_LINK13][bookmark: OLE_LINK14]Discussion 
[bookmark: OLE_LINK20][bookmark: OLE_LINK10]In the following sections, simulation results for both coordinated case and uncoordinated case in urban macro scenarios are provided based on the approved simulation assumption [1]. In addition, baseline ACIR for demonstration based on legacy FR1 NR system is assuming that using ACLR=45dBc at BS and ACS=33dBc at UE) at 7GHz and 10GHz, relative offset to baseline ACIR is used for further comparison and check whether relative relaxed requirements could be achieved.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1]2.1. Downlink  
[bookmark: OLE_LINK8][bookmark: OLE_LINK11]The DL simulation results for 7GHz and 10GHz are summarized in the following Table 1 and ACIR results are shown in Figure 1/2/3/4.
Table 1: DL throughput loss of victim UE at 7GHz and 10GHz 
	Simulation scenarios
	Throughput loss
	Relative ACIR offset

	
	
	0
	-1
	-2
	-3
	-4
	-5

	Coordinated case
	Average throughput loss in % (7GHz)
	1.44 
	1.63 
	1.84 
	2.11 
	2.53 
	2.87 

	
	5%-tile throughput loss in % (7GHz)
	3.19 
	3.59 
	3.92 
	4.30 
	4.91 
	6.06 

	Uncoordinated case
	Average throughput loss in %(7GHz)
	1.65 
	1.89 
	2.10 
	2.33 
	2.63 
	2.99 

	
	5%-tile throughput loss in % (7GHz)
	4.39 
	5.18 
	5.98 
	7.07 
	7.87 
	9.06 

	Coordinated case
	Average throughput loss in % (10GHz)
	1.17 
	1.39 
	1.61 
	1.84 
	2.10 
	2.47 

	
	5%-tile throughput loss in % (10GHz)
	1.77 
	2.01 
	2.84 
	3.94 
	4.80 
	5.86 

	Uncoordinated case
	Average throughput loss in % (10GHz)
	1.52 
	1.68 
	1.93 
	2.12 
	2.31 
	2.62 

	
	5%-tile throughput loss in % (10GHz)
	3.36 
	3.79 
	4.79 
	5.78 
	6.41 
	7.63 
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Figure 1. uncoordinated urban macro scenario @7GHz
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Figure 2. uncoordinated urban macro scenario @10GHz
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Figure 3. coordinated urban macro scenario @7GHz
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Figure 4. coordinated urban macro scenario @10GHz
Conclusions
In this contribution, we shared updated simulation results for 6.425-7.125GHz and 10.0-10.5GHz for further discussion.
Proposal 1: for 7GHz, the downlink throughput loss of the victim UE in the urban macro scenario can still be limited to 5% with downlink ACIR offsets of -1dB;
Proposal 2: for 10GHz, the downlink throughput loss of the victim UE in the urban macro scenario can still be limited to 5% with downlink ACIR offsets of -3dB.
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