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Introduction
At the RAN5#84 meeting the testability of ACS and IBB was discussed and relaxations to the interferer levels and wanted signals according to Ref. [1] have been endorsed. Previously it was already agreed to test these requirements only for carrier bandwidths of up to 100 MHz because of the issue to generate high interferer levels [2]. In this context the testing of this requirement for CA needs to be evaluated as well, since it will face the same issues.
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For the single carrier test the power levels and channel bandwidths according to the table 1 below have been agreed upon by RAN5 as feasible: 
Table 1: Feasible Interferer power levels and relaxation values for single carrier
	Band
	Feasible Interferer power (dBm)
	Interferer level requirement for 50 MHz CHBW (dBm)
	Interferer level requirement for 100 MHz CHBW (dBm)
	Relaxation for 50 MHz CHBW (dB)
	Relaxation for 100 MHz CHBW (dB)

	n258/n257/n261
	-52.8
	-55.8
	-52.8
	N/A
	N/A 

	n260
	-56
	-54.2
	-51.2
	1.8
	4.8



The table contains the power levels required for the case 1 requirements in ACS and IBB (the levels are identical only the frequencies differ), for ACS case 2 it was already decided that this requirement will not be tested, since with the required relaxation the test would be identical to the case 1 test.
For carrier aggregation scenarios, the required DL power directly scales with the bandwidth, since the needed interferer power is related to the power in the whole transmission bandwidth. Once again, like for single carrier the level requirements for ACS and IBB are identical. 


Table 2 Required interferer levels for CA
	Operating band
	Interferer (dBm) / Channel bandwidth

	
	200 MHz
	400 MHz
	800 MHz
	1200 MHz

	n257
	-49.8
	-46.8
	-43.8
	-42

	n258
	-49.8
	-46.8
	-43.8
	-42

	n260
	-48.2
	-45.2
	-42.2
	-40.4

	n261
	-49.8
	-46.8
	-43.8
	-42



Therefor in our understanding the same conclusion needs to be drawn in the CA case as for the single carrier case, that testing with higher bandwidths than 100 MHz is not feasible because of the required interferer levels
Obervation 1: For IBB and ACS with CA in FR2 testing with higher bandwidth than 100 MHz is not feasible for the same reasons as for single carrier.
This however leads to the problem that for CA these requirements are not testable since there are no CA configurations defined in the spec that only cover 100 MHz, all of them have a higher bandwidth. Therefor we propose to not test these requirements for FR2 conformance testing.
Proposal 1: ACS and IBB are not tested for CA in FR2 conformance testing.
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In this contribution we discussed the testability of ACS and IBB for FR2 CA. We observed the same issues with the required power levels for these test cases as for single carrier and make the following observation and proposal.
Obervation 1: For IBB and ACS with CA in FR2 testing with higher bandwidth than 100 MHz is not feasible for the same reasons as for single carrier.
Proposal 1: ACS and IBB are not tested for CA in FR2 conformance testing.
References
[1] R5-197497, Discussion on testability of ACS and IBB, Rohde & Schwarz, Anritsu, Keysight Technologies, 3GPP TSG RAN WG 5 Meeting #84, August 2019
[2] R5-195134, Discussion on testability of ACS and IBB, Rohde & Schwarz, 3GPP TSG RAN WG 5 Meeting #83, May 2019


Page 2
