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1	Overall description
RAN WG4 would like to thank ETSI MSG TFES for the opportunity to give feedback on the new blocking requirement for coexistence between future Railway systems and MFCN in Band 1. TSG RAN WG4 has looked at the four issues brought up in the LS in R4-2111719 (TFES(21)000058r1) and would like to give the following feedback.
1) Is a 10 MHz EUTRA channel supported by current signal generators in the labs?
Signal generators support generating all channel bandwidths in 3GPP, including 10 MHz EUTRA channel. 
<Editor’s note: Additional feedback from test equipment vendors is expected for this question.>

2) Does a 10 MHz EUTRA interferer definition differ significantly from the current 5 MHz EUTRA interferer definition in TS36.104 clause 7.6.1.1 specifically table 7.6.1.1-2?
Except for the 10 MHz channel bandwidth and the resulting Transmission bandwidth configuration of 50 PRBs, a “10 MHz E-UTRA signal” would have the same characteristics as a 5 MHz interfering signal. Further Characteristics of the interfering signals are described in Annex C of TS 36.141.

3) Is the measurement uncertainty for a test with -30 dBm interferer and 1 dB desens (option 1) different from the measurement uncertainty for a test with -19.5 dBm and 6 dB desens
(option 2) for a test of blocking performance?
The test system uncertainty for in-band blocking requirements has contributions from wanted signal level error, interferer signal level error and interferer ACLR. It does in general not depend on the actual interferer level or the level of desensitization. See clause 4.1.2.2 of TS 36.141.

4) Does the new requirement present a testing issue compared to existing blocking performance requirements?
The test procedure as such would be identical to the present in-band blocking test. The wider interfering signal and the change in wanted and interfering signal levels would not introduce any testing issues.

TSG RAN WG4 invites ETSI MSG TFES to consider the feedback in its continued work to define the new blocking requirement for coexistence between future Railway systems and MFCN in Band 1.
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