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1.	Introduction
In this paper, we discuss the MU definition and testability limit for FR2 blocking test e.g. ACS and IBB.
2.	Discussion
In LTE and NR FR1, the blocker test MU was considered based on the combination of desired signal DL absolute power MU, interferer signal DL absolute power MU and also blocker signal’s ACLR impact. The basic idea for MU definition is to define MU for the relative power level of desired signal and blocker signal, then the MU is defined with [SQRT (wanted_level_error^2 + interferer_level_error^2)] + Blocker signal ACLR effect.
Basically we can use the same equation as for FR2 blocker tests. It is endorsed to introduce MU element of impact from offset antenna for blocking tests. Considering the impact from offset antenna is defined as a error for the relative power level, then we can simply add it to the total MU definition.
Proposal 1 : Define  [SQRT (wanted_level_error^2 + interferer_level_error^2  + Impact of offset antenna(std.dev)^2 )] + ACLR effect + Impact of offset antenna(mean error)
Note that Impact of offset antenna is set to 0 as was already endorsed in [3] for MTSU derivation purpose.
In FR1, f ≤ 2.7GHz, ± 0.4dB and 3.3GHz ≤ 6.0GHz, ± 0.7dB for FR1 ACS and IBB test cases are adopted in the MTSU definition[2]. Note that the impact itself came from the equation of 10*log10( 1+10^(-g/10) ), where g[dB] is ratio of DL desired signal power to the average adjacent channel power of blocker signal.
In general, the ACLR of the modulated blocker signal will become bigger for wider CBW as more intermodulation products arise. As of now, the FR2 blocker test case tested bandwidth is limited to 100MHz due to the testability issue for high DL power issue, then ACLR impact could not become so big comparing to FR1. Hence, we propose to apply +/- 0.7dB for ACLR effect for FR2 blocking test case for the current assumption for testability limit (i.e. with slight relaxation for interferer power and test only BW ≤ 100MHz). 
Proposal 2 : Adopt [0.7dB] as blocker signal ACLR effect for FR2 blocking test
In [1], it was argued that some of the MU elements in wanted and interfere level uncertainty can be cancelled out because of the correlations. In our view, we cannot quantify/guarantee the correlation of errors for the levels associated with the different frequencies. It is not a common convention to consider “correlation” aspect in the actual measurement equipment as it is not kind of thing it can be guaranteed/designed. For ACS case 1, where the blocker modulation signal is put adjacent to the wanted signal, it might be possible to assume some “correlation”, but shall be not be possible for in-band blocking test.
Hence, we propose simply use the full set of MU values from IFF EIS MU table and apply it to both desired signal and interferer signal DL level uncertainty, respectively.
Proposal 3 : Reuse full set of MU values from IFF EIS to desired signal and interferer signal DL level uncertainty, respectively for FR2 blocking test.

3.	Conclusion
Proposal 1 : Define  [SQRT (wanted_level_error^2 + interferer_level_error^2  + Impact of offset antenna(std.dev)^2 )] + ACLR effect + Impact of offset antenna(mean error)
Proposal 2 : Adopt [0.7dB] as blocker signal ACLR effect for FR2 blocking test
Proposal 3 : Reuse full set of MU values from IFF EIS to desired signal and interferer signal DL level uncertainty, respectively for FR2 blocking test.
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