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1 Introduction
WRC-19 requirement has been discussed for several meetings in Rel-16, and the CRs [1] and [2] were agreed in last meeting to introduce NS_203 for +1dBm/200MHz requirements which is applied in 2021. However, regarding the requirements that are planned for 2024 or 2027, no agreement has been achieved.
This paper discuss on this aspect and suggest to conclude this topic in RAN4.
2 Discussion

The leftover issue for introducing this WRC-19 new requirements is mainly whether and how to specify the requirements for future use in the spec. And there are mainly three options:

· Option 1: Introduce new NS into standard right before changeover dates (they become effective immediately)

· Option 2: Introduce all foreseen NS into standard before close of release closest to and before changeover date (they become effective immediately after insertion)

· Option 3: Introduce all foreseen NS into standard now, but use normative or informative notes like ‘applicable from <calendar date>’ to make it clear.

Observation 1:   Introducing now or in the future is the main difference for 2024/2027 requirements.
As discussed in [3], specify requirements for future use is not typical in RAN4 which usually refer to present requirements. Following the traditional approach, these future requirements should not be considered in RAN4 specifications. In addition, the introduction of NS_203 actually has set a good example on how to introduce requirement for the near future. They were introduced into spec just before the planned changing over date and will be applied in time. Same approach can also be applied for 2024 and 2027 requirements. 
Observation 2:   Introduction of NS_203 has set a good example on how to introduce requirement for the near future.
There was worry on the possibility of forgetting these 2024/2027 requirements in RAN4 if we do not introduce them right now. The possibility is quite low. When the 2024/2027 requirements are announced by regulations, all the UEs and NWs will be aware of it and these requirements will be carried to RAN4. This is always happening in RAN4 and no need to be worried about.
Observation 3:   Possibility of forgetting these 2024/2027 requirements in RAN4 is low.

On the other hand, if we introduce these 2024/2027 requirements now, then, what are the benefits comparing to the above approach? It might be making the industry preparing for it longer before the changeover date, however, without being required by regulatory bodies it just means nothing or overdesign to UE and NW. And this preparing time actually can also be achieved by the above approach with introducing a little bit earlier.
Observation 4:   Without being required by regulatory bodies, the meaning of introducing future requirements is low.

Another point need to be considered is the impact to RAN5, GCF and also test equipment. This has not been discussed much in previous meetings. Let’s assume the requirements are introduced in RAN4 now with notes, and then RAN5 define the testing specification also with notes. Then these test cases will be implemented by test equipment and validated by GCF with the condition that these requirements are not been applied. After that the test equipment will be used in many labs and factories. In 2024, the requirements are come into use, then RAN4/RAN5 needs to update their specifications to reflect that and all the already on market test equipment need to update their software to allow these requirements been tested. This will cause much more impact than RAN4 postpone defining the requirements.
Observation 5:    Comparing introducing now, postpone defining the 2024/2027 requirements will have less impact to RAN4/RAN5/GCF and also the industry.

Therefore, based on above considerations, our understanding is that postpone defining the 2024/2027 requirements will have less impact to RAN4/RAN5/GCF and also the industry. The introduction of NS_203 approach can be used as reference for 2024/2027 requirements.
Proposal 1:        Postpone defining the 2024/2027 requirements, NS_203 approach can be used as reference in future.
3 Conclusion

Observation 1:   Introducing now or in the future is the main difference for 2024/2027 requirements.

Observation 2:   Introduction of NS_203 has set a good example on how to introduce requirement for the near future.
Observation 3:   Possibility of forgetting these 2024/2027 requirements in RAN4 is low.

Observation 4:   Without being required by regulatory bodies, the meaning of introducing future requirements is low.

Observation 5:    Comparing introducing now, postpone defining the 2024/2027 requirements will have less impact to RAN4/RAN5/GCF and also the industry.

Proposal 1:        Postpone defining the 2024/2027 requirements, NS_203 approach can be used as reference in future.
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