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1.
Finalization of proposed limits for Band 2 and 25 BS emissions in Band 23 uplink, including Finalize the values for Band 25 BS OOBE 

	R4-111958
	Approval
	TP for Band 23 BS Requirements (Section 5.3) in TR 36.811
	DBSD


Ericsson: would like to make sure that even if Ericsson agrees to the text they are not in a position to approve the text without a proper note.

NSN: is this intended only for the TR or also in the spec ?

Ericsson: Yes also spec, in the BS specification rel-10.
QC: regarding the sentence “… and may need to be revisited in the future.”, we need to add what are the conditions in which case this will be revisited (e.g. as the technology evolves).
DBSD: Could be multiple things. We should not restrict it.
	R4-112179
	Approval
	TP for Band 23 BS Requirements  in TR 36.811: Note for legacy BS
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson


DBSD: there are so many “may” in a general note. This could be miss-understood. No point of having this note.
Ericsson: this not is about band 2 where we already have 1000s of BSs already in deployed. Those BS are not tested to these requirements and we do not have an idea if they will meet these requirements or not and thus it will not be possible to say if they are rel-10 compliant.
DBSD: there are contribution (from Huawei) showing that -30dBm is what the BS should meet today. The values is high enough to allow software upgrades without issues.
Ericsson: can other vendors that have deployed BS in the US, guarantee that their BSs can meet these requirements ?
DBSD: if it is only a matter of few dollars by using a duplexer, why should we not do this if there is no service impact to legacy operation. 
NII holding: is it globally or only for where band 23 is deployed? And where to find this in the spec?
ALU: it is optional so it is only applies to where band 23 is deployed.
DBSD: this is also US band only.
Tmobile US: supports note 3.
2.
Investigation of blocking scenarios between Band 23 UEs and Band 2 UEs 

	R4-111706
	Approval
	Legacy UE RX Blocking with Band 23 LTE UE as interferer  measurement results
	Elektrobit


T-mobile US: has Concerns.
Verizon: Would like to have time to check. Also would like to have confirmation of these results as this is a single source report.
DBSD: a test methodology was approved in January and Elektrobit gave the measurement. Does not understand the concern expressed. If others have a concern then they need to provide measurements.
Verizon: the concern is this a single source report and can not base conclusion on this. 
DBSD: we should not object to a single source document because there is no other source providing results.
TerraStar: supports the comment. 
DBSD: is there any commitment to do the measurement from other companies? If not, we already spent two meetings in this discussion and we need to come to a conclusion.
	R4-112094
	Discussion
	Coexistence between Band 23 and Band 25: blocking and reference sensitivity
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson


Proposal 1: Increase the blocking requirement from -56dBm to -44dBm:
“the application of a -44 dBm blocking level for Case 1 of the in-band blocking requirement if feasible (instead of the standard -56 dBm), the same level as for Case 2 for Band 2“
- Qualcomm and Renesas object to as it has impact on the CR drafting.
Proposal 2: 

“consider using the P-Max IE to limit the UE output power in the lowest 5 (or 10 MHz) part of Band 23 to decrease the Band 23 blocking level: this can be applied in case interference occurs in practice“

- will be reflected in a proposal by Ericsson, may have an impact on the CR drafting.

QC: if this has an impact on the CR drafting then QC have a concern about that.
DBSD: if there are issues in the blocking specification with band 2. how it is possible that there in now no issue with band 25.
ALU: Band 2 is legacy. Band 25 is a new band.
DBSD: the specification is the same.
Ericsson: reason is the 5MHz separation which will not give the same margin. Also there is the legacy issue.
DBSD: is there any UE vendor that sees there is an issue with band 2?
No UE vendors expressed any issue.
QC: Saying we do not have a concern does not mean we agree with it.
QC: QC can provide results but cannot commit to a timeline.
Motorola: this has been on the table for several time now and companies had time to make measurements. Proposal is: If there are no results submitted by the next meeting, we go ahead with approving the requirements.
No objection to the proposal from Motorola.
Verizon: would like to clearly understand what does this proposal mean ? if this means: If there are no results, then there is no issue ? If no results means no issue than we are fine but we should make sure that this is what is meant by “there is no results”.
DBSD: having this TP approved does not mean this issue is closed or closing the door for any other results or measurements. e.g. band 24, the WI is closed but this does not prevent from having contributions and CRs.
Verizon: if the only outcome is to have this approved to the TR and not mean that the WI is closed then Verizon is fine.
Way forward:
If there are no results submitted by the next meeting, we go ahead with approving the results from Elektrobit into the TR.
3.
Finalize the values for Band 25 UE Reference Sensitivity 

	R4-112094
	Discussion
	Coexistence between Band 23 and Band 25: blocking and reference sensitivity
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson


Qualcomm objects.
Nokia does not agree to have Band dependent sensitivity.
Huawei: supports
	R4-111807
	Approval
	TP Band 25 Refsens
	Qualcomm Incorporated


In principle agreed 
4.
Stage 3 CRs need to be approved, including Create Band 25 CR's for 25.307, and 25.331 

Specify UTRA Band XXV for Rel10 or not?

Sprint: No (is accepted), 
Ericsson: yes 
Nokia and Qualcomm: No
Specify UTRA (other bands) UE protection to E-UTRA Band 25 UE or not?

Sprint: Not required.
DBSD: wants it.
QC: no problem of having it. Include it in the spec but leave it as FFS or TBD. 
Ericsson: protection needed for E-UTRA UE. TBD not accepted
DBSD: TBD not accepted.
Include Band 25 in MSR TS or not?

Ericsson: yes
Sprint: no position.
