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1. Introduction
General aspects for 6GHz licensed band were discussed including scope, work split and clarification on RCC recommendation and one WF [1] was approved.  This contribution will provide our views on clarification on RCC recommendation.
2. Discussion
Regarding the scope and work split, RAN4 has achieved consensus that are captured in the WF [1]. Nevertheless, companies seem to have different interpretations of RCC recommendation and thus have different views on whether to send an LS to RCC for further clarification. The way forward for clarification on RCC recommendation is as follows:
	Issue 1-2-1: Clarification on RCC Recommendation 1/21
FFS, companies are encouraged to provide further analysis and we will address this aspect further in the February meeting.


Based on the reply LS and RCC recommendation 1/21, it is indicated that the co-existence with the fixed service, the fixed-satellite service (Earth-to-space, space-to-Earth) and the space operation service (space-to-Earth) was considered by RCC. Generally adjacent channel coexistence studies are performed among IMT systems by 3GPP to specify RF requirements. It would be not possible for 3GPP to define co-existence requirement with other systems within the same band. 3GPP RAN4 doesn’t need to specify additional RF requirements to ensure compatibility with other non-IMT systems. The co-existence issue between IMT and other non-IMT systems within the same band if identified can be solved by site engineering approach. 
In the last meeting, some companies would like to send an LS to RCC for further clarification. As mentioned in previous discussion, RAN4 cannot receive the response from RCC in time because there is no RCC commission meeting in recent months. Instead, RAN4 should define RF requirements for 6425-7125 MHz based on existing reply LS and RCC recommendation 1/21 without waiting for further response from RCC.
Proposal 1: RAN4 doesn’t need to specify additional RF requirements to ensure compatibility with other non-IMT systems. The co-existence issue between IMT and other non-IMT systems within the same band if identified can be solved by site engineering approach.
Proposal 2: RAN4 should define RF requirements for 6425-7125 MHz based on existing reply LS and RCC recommendation 1/21 without waiting for further response from RCC.
3. Conclusion
This contribution mainly provides our views on general aspects for 6GHz NR licensed band. The following proposals are derived:
Proposal 1: RAN4 doesn’t need to specify additional RF requirements to ensure compatibility with other non-IMT systems. The co-existence issue between IMT and other non-IMT systems within the same band if identified can be solved by site engineering approach.
Proposal 2: RAN4 should define RF requirements for 6425-7125 MHz based on existing reply LS and RCC recommendation 1/21 without waiting for further response from RCC.
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