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Introduction
ITU-R WP5D sent a LS ([1]) to 3GPP RAN requesting for the parameters in a set of frequency ranges. For the ranges below 6GHz, it was agreed in RAN#87-e meeting to answer as soon as possible considering 3GPP has already defined bands for those ranges. But for the ranges 6.425-7.025GHz, 7.025-7.125GHz and 10.0-10.5GHz, this is not the case for the frequency ranges 6.425-7.125GHz and 10.0-10.5GHz A new SI ([2]) has then been agreed in last RAN#87-e meeting to address ITU-R WP5D’s request.
[bookmark: _Hlk40126516]In last RANe#96-e meeting, the first simulation results were shared but, due to the large spread, it was not possible to come to any conclusion. A Way Forward [5] was then agreed to progress on this topic, with a first calibration offline with the so far active companies on this topic.
[bookmark: _Hlk40126542]This contribution is providing our UL simulation results based on this WF [5].
Discussion 
Macro urban scenario
Assumptions
Our baseline is based on current specifications, i.e. 45dB BS ACS and 30dB UE ACS, ACIR would then be 29.9dB. 
Based on the agreed simulation assumptions, we simulated with different values of ACIR and compared with the ideal situation when there is no interference in between adjacent networks to evaluate the throughput impacts of the various ACIR values.
Results are given in the following sub-sections.
6.425-7.125 GHz
Calibration
As agreed in the WF [5], we first provide our UE Tx output power cdf (Figure 1) and UL SINR cdf (Figure 2) to calibrate all companies’ simulations. 

[bookmark: _Ref53475674]Figure 1: UE Tx output power cdf


[bookmark: _Ref53475678]Figure 2: UL SINR cdf
Simulations
Following Figure 3 and Table 1 capture the throughput loss at 5%-tile and average for various ACIR values.
[bookmark: _Hlk53996401]
[bookmark: _Ref48061196]Figure 3: Throughput loss at average at 5%-tile an Average for 7GHz

	ACIR  (dB)
	23
	24
	25
	26
	27
	28
	29
	30
	31
	32
	33

	Throughput lost at Average
	1.5
	1.3
	1.1
	1.0
	0.8
	0.7
	0.6
	0.5
	0.5
	0.4
	0.3

	Throughput lost at 5%-tile
	6.3
	6.2
	5.5
	4.3
	2.3
	1.6
	1.5
	1.4
	0.8
	0.6
	0.5


[bookmark: _Ref48061205]Table 1: Throughput lost for different ACIR values at 7GHz

Based on our simulation results, an acceptable UL ACIR value should 27dB, or even 26dB would still be acceptable, below the 5% threshold throughput loss.


10.0-10.5 GHz
ISD issue
[bookmark: _Hlk54201772]The results were not conclusive at 10 GHz with 450m ISD, as it was already observed by some companies in last RAN4#96-e meeting. Following the agreed Way Forward ([5]), we made then UL and DL simulations with an ISD of 400m for 10 GHz.
Calibration
As agreed in the WF [5], we first provide our UE Tx output power cdf (Figure 4) and UL SINR cdf (Figure 5) to celibate all companies’ simulations. 

[bookmark: _Ref53475692]Figure 4: UE Tx output power cdf



[bookmark: _Ref53475696]Figure 5: UL SINR cdf
Simulations
Following Figure 6 and Table 2 capture the throughput loss at 5%-tile and average for various ACIR values.

[bookmark: _Ref48061227]Figure 6: Throughput loss at average at 5%-tile an Average for 10GHz

	[bookmark: _Ref48061218]ACIR  (dB)
	23
	24
	25
	26
	27
	28
	29
	30
	31
	32
	33

	Throughput lost at Average
	1.3
	1.1
	1.0
	0.8
	0.7
	0.6
	0.5
	0.5
	0.4
	0.3
	0.3

	Throughput lost at 5%-tile
	3.0
	2.3
	1.3
	1.0
	0.8
	0.8
	0.8
	0.8
	0.8
	0.8
	0.2


Table 2: Throughput lost for different ACIR values at 10GHz

Based on our simulation results, the UL ACIR value for 10GHz should be below 23 dB.
Indoor scenario
No antenna parameters were agreed, nor even discussed for indoor deployement. It was then not relevant to simulate this deployment scenarion. It should be further discussed then if indoor would need to be simulated and if it should be a considered scenario for those frequencies.
Observation: Antenna parameters for indoor were not discussed. Indoor scenario consideration would need further discussion.

Conclusion
In this contribution, we provide our simulation results in UL for the coexience study related to the SI ITU-R IMT parameters. We made following observation:
Observation: Antenna parameters for indoor were not discussed. Indoor scenario consideration would need further discussion.
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