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Agreements
 Issue 1-1-1: Which integer-value is set to additionalSpectrumEmission for network signalling remark NS_02N?
· Proposals
· Option 1: 2
· Option 2: Others, please elaborate
· Recommended WF
· Option 1?
Agreement: 
· 2 is set to additionalSpectrumEmission for network signalling remark NS_02N.
· Clarify the different meaning for NS_02 for TN UE.

Issue 1-2-1: Should RAN4 specify A-MPR for PC5 different from that for PC3 for IoT NTN?
· Proposals
· Option 1: Yes
· Option 2: No
· Recommended WF
· Option 1?

Agreement: 
· The common understanding is that 
· 3.5dB A-MPR for IoT-NTN is only applicable to PC3. 
· FFS for PC5.
Issue 2-1-1: Which way to go for RAN4 to resolve the requirements discrepancy between ETSI and 3GPP?
· Proposals
· Option 1: Guard-band approach similar to that for FCC.
· Option 1a: 200 kHz guard-band at the edges of band 255
· Option 2: A-MPR approach.
· Option 3: Defining a new operating band for ETSI.
· Option 4: Modify Rel-18 IoT NTN WID to consider ETSI requirement
· Option 5: Check with ETSI if there is any possibility that ETSI can consider further aligning the emission limit with 3GPP SEM to improve the spectrum efficiency and utilization.
· Recommended WF
· TBA

Agreement: 
· Agree on Option 5.
· FFS on other requirements which need be included for checking.
· The other options can be discussed further
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