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1. Introduction
The aim of this contribution is to progress in the MU analysis for Power Class 5 (PC5) devices in FR2.
2. [bookmark: _Ref31104997]Discussion
2.1 General MU Factors consideration
In previous meeting, in [1] it was agreed to make for PC5 the same antenna assumptions made for PC1. As a result, MU analysis was completed for PC5 in REFSENS test case resulting exactly in the same MU limit for PC1 given the same MU factor in FR2a [2].
Based on the antenna assumption and in line with previous work, for all MU factors other than influence of noise it is proposed to assume for PC5 the same values assumed for PC1.
[bookmark: _Ref115975103]Proposal 1. for all MU factors other than influence of noise, assume for PC5 the same values assumed for PC1.
2.2 Influence of Noise
The significant differences in the power level requirements [3] between PC1 and PC5 suggest custom analysis need to be performed for PC5, that is, it cannot be assumed a direct leverage without specific analysis.
In this document the maximum output power (MOP) test cases (EIRP, TRP and Spherical) are analysed.
As defined in [3], PC5 max TRP and max EIRP are exactly the same defined for PC3 while min peak EIRP is defined between PC5 max TRP and max EIRP.
In case of PC3, it must also be noted that in FR2a and FR2b the influence of noise for MOP-EIRP is reused from MOP-TRP. 
In FR2a, the agreed influence of noise for PC3 is 0.1dB vs 0.13dB for PC1. Despite 0.1dB is acceptable also for PC5 given the observed commonalities with PC3, for the sake of simplicity and spec maintenance, given the small difference with the value for PC1, it is proposed to assume for PC5 the same value agreed for PC1 for MOP-EIRP and MOP-TRP.
Regarding MOP-Spherical, the power requirement for PC5 is quite similar to both PC3 max TRP and and PC3 min peak EIRP. Hence, influence of noise of ~0.1dB would also be acceptable for PC5 in this test. Value assumed for PC1 is 0.2dB. In this case the difference with PC1 assumption is relatively larger but still very small in absolute terms so, again, for the sake of simplicity and spec maintenance, it is proposed to assume for PC5 the same value agreed for PC1.
[bookmark: _Ref124155652]Proposal 2. for PC5 in FR2a, for MOP-EIRP, MOP-TRP and MOP-Spherical test cases, assume the same noise floor assumed for PC1.


3. Conclusion
The following observations and conclusions were made in this contribution. 
Proposal 1. for all MU factors other than influence of noise, assume for PC5 the same values assumed for PC1.
Proposal 2. for PC5 in FR2a, for MOP-EIRP, MOP-TRP and MOP-Spherical test cases, assume the same noise floor assumed for PC1.
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