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Dear Peter,
ETSI TC MSG thanks ECC PT1 for the LS on how to deal with the Coexistence Study between MCBTS and UMTS900.  
Regarding the co-channel coexistence, TC MSG recognize that considerations have been taken within the development work for the Recommendation (08)02 for coordinating GSM with UMTS in the bands 900 and 1800 MHz. 
However, it should be taken into account that there are relaxations both for TX and RX in the specifications for MCBTS compared to single carrier power amplifier GSM BTS.  Thus ETSI MSG sees the need to include impacts of those changes to the investigation in case of coexistence in the same frequency band.
Another aspect for coexistence studies in the same band is the application of MCBTS for specific deployment scenarios. In many European countries the GSM 900 band is divided up into several contiguous blocks, a group of them belonging quite often to the same operator, and thus operators today make use of this split frequency allocation, by the exploiting gains for Slow Frequency Hopping. Employing GSM MCBTS in those scenarios thus represents a valid case. In regard to mixed technologies in the 900 MHz band, where a UMTS 900 network of an Operator A is deployed within a split GSM frequency allocation owned by Operator B, deployment of GSM MCBTS with carriers in non-contiguous blocks represents a valid scenario for coexistence of systems in the same frequency band. It should be noted that 3GPP GERAN have defined such a specific test case for split frequency allocation in their recent meeting. ETSI MSG considers this requirement and the respective test case as essential for Base Stations supporting such a scenario and therefore to be included in the Harmonized Standard covering MCBTS.
On the adjacent channel coexistence study, the statements in your LS refer to information received from 3GPP TSG GERAN. In ETSI MSG’s understanding the studies undertaken in 3GPP GERAN were done with the scope to investigate impacts to public GSM networks deployed in adjacent frequency allocations from public GSM networks employing MCBTS. With the recent adoption of the GSM directive by the European Commission to allow for UMTS 900 deployments in all member countries of the European Union, ETSI MSG sees that the study of coexistence between UMTS 900 and GSM MCBTS has gained even an increased importance.
ETSI MSG has started to investigate the coexistence between UMTS 900 and GSM MCBTS in both directions. A preliminary analysis has been provided to ETSI MSG e-mail reflector concluding that there are no severe impacts related to the coexistence between UMTS 900 and GSM MCBTS.  The analysis is under discussion related to assumed scenarios and to the assumptions taken for some of the radio parameters with clarification on these issues being targeted. In ETSI MSG’s view this requires inclusion of 3GPP groups such as 3GPP GERAN and 3GPP RAN, taking into account that the previous coexistence study between UMTS 900 and non-relaxed GSM has been carried out in 3GPP RAN, i.e. in 3GPP WG RAN4. 
Based on above, TC MSG draws the conclusion that further co-existence studies between MCBTS and UMTS900 are needed taking into account:

· relaxations both for TX and RX in the specifications for MCBTS compared to single carrier GSM BTS ,
· application of MCBTS for specific deployment scenarios as described above and
· usage of agreed radio parameters for transmitters and receivers. 
Since both are 3GPP technologies ETSI TC MSG kindly informs ECC PT1 that MSG will take care of the necessary studies with the help of 3GPP. 
Yours faithfully,

Esa Barck
Chairman ETSI TC MSG
Email: esa.barck@nsn.com







