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Introduction
In the last RAN4 72 meeting, B42/B43 UE-coexistence has been discussed without any progress with respect to the following tasks:
1) Agree on the spurious emission levels for the UE co-existence
2) Consider symmetrical spurious emission (extended SEM)
3) Agree on the actual/final A-MPR values
From Region 1 operators interest point of view, we see the urgent need to specify B42/B43 UE-coexistence requirement for un-synchronized operation. 
Status on B42 and B43 UE-coexistence
From the discussion in the last meeting , two proposals out four proposals for UE-coexistence have been prioritized R4-145537, which are the following:  
Case 1:	-15.5dBm/5MHz at 5MHz offset from the aggressor over a 25 MHz region
-40dBm/MHz at 30 MHz offset from the aggressor to the end of the band 
Case 4:	-23dBm/5MHz at 5MHz offset from the aggressor over a 20 MHz region
-40dBm/MHz at 25 MHz offset from the aggressor to the end of the band
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Figure 1: B42/B43 spurious emission levels alternatives

The proposed requirements from case ,1 which are close to general SEM and ACLR, show limited protection of coexisting UE’s, leading to higher DL performance degradation. 
To limit the DL performance degradation, lower emission levels are proposed in case 4. This case with -23 dBm/5MHz as a compromise value is a tradeoff between DL and UL throughput, assuming UL power restriction will be needed (R4-144719, R4-144985). The needed UL A-MPR restrictions (NS table) shall be finalized in the SF meeting #73. 
Allowing two NS-values seems to be a way forward from operators point of view, but one company had concerns which are related to the additional testing.

Operator proposals for Region 1
TDD can be operated in synchronized or unsynchronized mode between operators . We prefer in region 1 from technical as well as from strategic point of view to have the flexibility for un-synchronized operation in B42 and B43.
For Region 1 a common agreeable viewpoint is that the proposal in case 4 is an acceptable tradeoff between DL UE protections in adjacent bands and possible UL power restriction. In case other regions see a need of higher UE-coexistence values  a new NS/A-MPR value/table can be defined
· Proposal 1: Use case 4 to define A-MPR for unsynchronized B42/B43 UE-coexistence
Related to the decision in proposal 1, we propose to have the same UE-coexistence level within B42 and B43 for un-synchronized operation. This follows also ECC Report 203 decision with applicable BEM for B42 and B43 BS spurious emissions
· Proposal 2: Use case 4 to define A-MPR for UE-coexistence within B42 and B43 in unsynchronized mode. 
Summary
For B42 and B43 UE-coexistence the following shall be used:
Proposal 1: Use case 4 to define A-MPR for unsynchronized B42/B43 UE-coexistence
Proposal 2: Use case 4 to define A-MPR for UE-coexistence within B42 and B43 in unsynchronized mode. 
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