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Introduction
In the RAN4#109 meeting, RAN4 made a good progress for Ka band NTN coexistence based on the WF [1]. For ACLR&ACS requirement, RAN4 reached the following agreements.

	Issue 2-5: ACLR & ACS
Agreement:
For SAN ACLR: [12] dBc for both GEO and LEO
For VSAT UE ACLR: [14] dBc for both fixed VSAT and mobile VSAT
For SAN ACS: For GEO: [18] dBc, and LEO: [24] dBc.

For VSAT ACS: 
· Considering below candidate values as starting point for VSAT ACS
· Option 1: 23 dBc
· Option 2: 30 dBc
· Option 3: 35 dBc
· FFS for the additional means to address the co-existence issue, candidate options for further discussion 
· Option 1: Limit the elevation angles on DL side for VSAT UE 
· Option 2: Configure additional guard-band 
· Option 3: Consider different channel model (e.g. UMa instead of free space loss) between VSAT UE and TN BS.
· Other options not precluded 





There is no conclusion on how to specify VSAT ACS requirement. In this paper, we’d like to share our views about how to address this issue from coexistence perspective.

Discussion
Based on the discussion and way forward in last meeting, the ACS requirements will not be derived from coexistence study with the following reasons.
On one hand, the coexistence simulation assumption seems not perfect. There is some room to further improve the simulation assumption and the scenarios. For some controversial issues, perhaps companies are still not aligned.
On the other hand, from implementation perspective, it’s very hard to guarantee the proposed ACIR considering current technologies. Thus, apart from ACLR/ACS requirements, the coordination between different services may be expected, e.g. frequency guard band, Geographical isolation and so on.
With these reasons above, it’s premature to conclude the VSAT ACS requirement from adjacent channel coexistence study perspective.
[bookmark: _Hlk157952159]Observation 1: it’s premature to conclude the VSAT ACS requirement from adjacent channel coexistence study perspective.
Currently, three options for VSAT ACS were provided in the way forward. However, these values were proposed from implementation perspective instead of adjacent channel coexistence study perspective. Thus, when RAN4 made the conclusion on adjacent channel coexistence study, it’s better not to conclude the specific VSAT ACS value. Some room can be left for further studies.
Proposal 1: When RAN4 made the conclusion on adjacent channel coexistence study, it’s better not to conclude the specific VSAT ACS value.
Summary
Observation 1: it’s premature to conclude the VSAT ACS requirement from adjacent channel coexistence study perspective.
Proposal 1: When RAN4 made the conclusion on adjacent channel coexistence study, it’s better not to conclude the specific VSAT ACS value.
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