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1.
Introduction
In this contribution we discuss on a frequency boundary of measurement uncertainty (MU) tables for general/Rx spurious emissions.
2.
Discussion
2.1
Relationship between test frequency range of spurious emission and MU tables
Based on the latest test requirement in TS 38.521-2, frequency range of general spurious emission test requirement is defined from 6 GHz to the second harmonic of the upper frequency edge of the UL operating band (i.e. 6 GHz to 80 GHz as of now. Up to 87 GHz in Rel-16.). And though the test requirement of Rx spurious is not defined yet, agreement on the lowest frequency of the requirement is also 6 GHz. If we consider the MU values with such a wide frequency range, it is natural that they are defined with multiple frequency ranges.
To consider this frequency reference, we already have the way forward regarding the evaluation of QoQZ (Quality of the Quiet Zone) [1], which shows [6], [12.75], 23.45, 40.8, 66 and 80 GHz as evaluation points.  
 And in [2], we studied a suitable way to define MU values for in-band region from a viewpoint of the frequency and we identified issues as follows. 
(1) Lack of core requirements to decide relaxation of test requirements

(2) Mixture of multiple frequency assumptions with each MU contributor

(3) Frequency point to evaluate QoQZ (Quality of the Quiet Zone)

(4) Additional relaxation applied to a specific band

 Based on the current situation that the core requirement is defined throughout the frequency range of spurious region, and also evaluation points of QoQZ are already agreed, issues which we need to consider are (2) and (4) from above. However, solving issue (2) and (4) at the same time means that we must define additional evaluation frequency point of QoQZ for band n257, n258 and n261 (at around 60 GHz), which is not aligned with the previous agreement. Taking into consideration of this issue and also the current situation that even MU value for FR1 spurious emission is not so stringent (6 dB) compared to other in-band test cases, we assume that aligning boundaries with QoQZ evaluation points is realistic.
Observation 1:  To align the frequency conditions with all MU contributions, frequency points of QoQZ evaluation should be the basis of the boundaries for spurious emission MU table.

Proposal 1: For Tx/Rx spurious emission MU, use the frequency points of QoQZ evaluation (i.e. [6], [12.75], 23.45, 40.8, 66 and 80 GHz) as boundaries to capture estimated values in tables. FFS for the case band n259 (up to 43.5 GHz) is introduced. 


3. Conclusion
In this contribution we discussed on a frequency boundary of measurement uncertainty (MU) tables for general/Rx spurious emissions.
Observation 1:  To align the frequency conditions with all MU contributions, frequency points of QoQZ evaluation should be the basis of the boundaries for spurious emission MU table.

Proposal 1: For Tx/Rx spurious emission MU, use the frequency points of QoQZ evaluation (i.e. [6], [12.75], 23.45, 40.8, 66 and 80 GHz) as boundaries to capture estimated values in tables. FFS for the case band n259 (up to 43.5 GHz) is introduced. 
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