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Introduction.
This contribution discusses the issue on the sweep time for unwanted emission testing and provides our view on it.
Discussion
In the RAN4#101-e meeting, the issue on the sweep time for unwanted emission testing was discussed. Although it seemed companies had a common sense that appropriate test setting is important, RAN4 did not agree to modify the conformance test specifications to handle this issue. Agreed WF [1] is shown below.
· Companies are invited to analyze the appropriate time to get a stable test results for unwanted emissions. E.g. The following options should be consdiered as starting point, 
· Option 1: The sweep time for a sample is an OFDM symbol
· Option 2: The Sweep time for a sample is [X]% of an OFDM symbol
· Option 3: the sweep time for a sample is a fix value of [TBD] irrespective of the OFDM length
· Option 4: Keep current text in BS conformance test specification
· Option 5: Other method is not precluded
· TE vendors are invited to analyze the impact on test equipment and test methdology.
Among above options, option 1 is a special case in option 2, where X is 100. These options assume an OFDM symbol is the basis to decide the sweep time. It means when the OFDM symbol length changes the required sweep time changes. As we do not think unwanted emission characteristics relate to the OFDM symbol length, we do not support options 1 and 2.
For option 3, it could be a considerable option. However, we do not know how to fix the value. 
Our concern on modifying the specifications by adoption any of option 1, 2, 3 is they may require longer testing time unnecessarily. 
Although some companies say we need additional text for test setting, we do not think all detailed test conditions shall be mentioned in the specifications. For example, reference sensitivity level requirement is specified to meet the more the 95 % of the maximum throughput. However, we do not see any text which specifies the minimum measurement period. No one would consider 1 frame is enough for reference sensitivity testing. It is vendor’s responsibility to set the testing time long enough to get the stable results. Same story should be applied to set the sweep time for unwanted emission testing. We do not believe we need text on sweep time for unwanted emission test in the specifications.
Base on the discussion above, we have the following proposal.
Proposal: 
Keep current text for unwanted emission testing in BS conformance test specification, unless otherwise reasonable justifications are provided by the test equipment vendors to modify it.

Conclusion
We have discussed the issue on the sweep time for unwanted emission testing and made a following proposal
Proposal: Keep current text for unwanted emission testing in BS conformance test specification, unless otherwise reasonable justifications are provided by the test equipment vendors to modify it.
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