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Introduction
Band 7 and Band 38 are immediately adjacent to each other. In current TS36.101, the UE coexistence requirements, or the emission level from the UE Tx band to the adjacent UE Rx band are specified as -50dBm/MHz but modified by the 3rd note, which reads like 

“To meet these requirements some restriction will be needed for either the operating band or protected band” 
This paper summarizes all the discussions since RAN#56 Adhoc in Xi’An and proposes the way forward on this issue.
Summary of the Discussions So Far
There have been discussions on this topic since RAN4 #56 Adhoc in Xi’An meeting. Here are a very brief summary of a lists of contributions [1-13]:
a) Whether or not the A-MPR value is needed to satisfy the coexistence requirements based on the BEM proposed in ECC Report 131. 
Simulation results presented in [1, 2, 3, 4] show that A-MPR is NOT required for channel bandwidth=5MHz, while simulation results presented in [1, 2, 3] show that A-MPR IS required for channel bandwidth>5MHz. 
There is no agreement on whether or not to restrict the channel bandwidth to be 5MHz adjacent to the “restrict blocks” as defined in ECC report 131 [15].
There is no agreement on whether or not to define A-MPR for Band 38 and Band 7 UE.
b) Whether or not to use NS_1X to signal the “additional emission requirements”
Contribution [6] proposed NS_13 and NS_14 for Band 7 and Band 38 respectively. This issue has been discussed in multiple contributions [2, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12, and 13]. There is no agreement on whether or not to use Network Signaling.
c) How to handle the coexistence requirements for Rel-8 UE. 

The question here actually concerns the Band 7 and Band 38 devices being developed or being deployed. There is not a clear answer on the impact on these kinds of UEs if the coexistence requirements are implemented to Rel-8 specifications.
d) How to define the “restricted blocks” appropriately
There is a need to have a clear definition on the “restricted blocks” 
Proposed Way Forward
Taking the all discussions [1-13] into account, it’s proposed to take the following proposals as way forward for TDD/FDD coexistence:

a) It’s strongly proposed not to have any restriction on the channel bandwidth to resolve the coexistence between Band 38 and Band 7. 

Restrictions of channel bandwidth on fragmented allocation in Band 7 and Band 38 may not be a problem. However, any restrictions on the channel bandwidth for contiguous spectrum allocation would impose unnecessary problem for the spectrum owners to optimize their network deployment and to provide competitive wideband service. 

b) It’s proposed to use A-MPR in both Band 7 and Band 38 to meet the coexistence requirements.
It’s suggested to conduct simulation campaign in RAN4 to agree on the A-MPR values required for channel bandwidth larger than 5MHz.
c) It’s proposed to discuss how to have the A-MPR values implemented in RAN4 specifications. Adding NS_1x for both Band 7 and Band 38 might be a valid option. 
So far all the A-MPR values are indicated by Network Signalling. Unless RAN4 could agree on an alternative approach, adding NS_1x might be a valid option.
d) It’s proposed to apply the same coexistence requirements for Rel-8.

There might be concerns on the devices that is being developed or have been deployed following the existing Rel-8 specification modified by the 3rd note in TS36.101 in Table 6.6.3.2-1. If the BEM proposed in ECC report 131 (or the EN 301 908) has been adopted by those devices (which could be the only possibility), adding Network Signalling for A-MPR does NOTE impose any risks for those devices to exceed the requirements.
e) It’s proposed to discuss how to appropriately define the restricted blocks
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