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Introduction
In RAN5 #98, the following AP was created after the discussion based on [1][2][3]. 
	Action ID
	sWG
	Action
	Responsible
	Relevant Tdoc
	Deadline
	Status

	AP#98.22
	RF
	Investigate whether UE shall meet the spurious emission requirement of new protected bands introduced in a later release 
	CAICT, Qualcomm, Apple
	R5-230247
R5-230357
R5-231892
	RAN5#99
	Open



In RAN5 #99, R5-232374 [4] analysed in detail the topic opened by [1][2][3]. This topic was also analysed in R4-2307117 [5] at RAN4#107.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1]This contribution is trying to give a solution for co-existence requirement of legacy UEs and new UEs. 
Discussion
R4-2307117 [5] was discussed at RAN4 #107 meeting. The discussion was concentrated on the following two cases and options.
	
	Rel-N
	Before Rel-N (early release)

	Case 1: New band A introduced in Rel-N
	New coexistence requirements defined
	Option 1:
· Coexistence table unchanged
· Early release “new UE” which support band A apply new Rel-N coexistence requirements with release independent manner
· Early release “old UE” apply old coexistence requirements of early release

Option 2:
· Coexistence table unchanged
· Early release UE apply early release coexistence requirements

	Case 2: Existing band but new protected scenario added in Rel-N
	New coexistence requirements defined
	Option 1:
· Coexistence table updated to add new coexistence requirements
· Early release “new UE” which support band A apply new coexistence requirements of early release
· Early release “old UE” which support band A apply old coexistence requirements of early release

Option 2:
· Coexistence table unchanged
· Early release UE apply early release coexistence requirements



Reasonable considerations raised during the discussion are summarized as below:
1. The early releases are frozen and need to be kept unchanged, no new requirements shall be added to the specs of early releases.
2. Newly introduced requirements shall not have impact on legacy UEs.
3. New UEs can consider more co-existence requirements based on release independent consideration.
4. Option 1 has not been adopted in RAN4, probably RAN5 is better place.
5. RAN4 needs to leave some flexibility on which requirements apply for some UE.
6. Which is new UE and which is legacy UE depend on UE vendors.
7. Which requirements can be accepted should be decided by certification organizations.

The following agreements are reached at RAN4 #107 meeting.

Agreement: 
· Coexistence table in early releases will not be changed for Case 1.
· Early release “legacy UE” which is on the market apply old coexistence requirements of early release.

The observations are summarized as bellow：
Observation 1: The early releases are frozen. No new co-existence requirements can be added in early releases of RAN4 specs.
Observation 2: New UEs can consider more co-existence requirements. RAN4 leaves some flexibility on the requirements of new UEs and legacy UEs.
Observation 3: Which is new UE and which is legacy UE depend on UE vendors.
Observation 4: Which requirements can be accepted are decided by certification organizations.
Considering all the above observations and the fact that new co-existence scenario is an issue that shall not be totally ignored, RAN5 shall leave some flexibility on the co-existence requirements for new UEs and legacy UEs.
Proposal 1: RAN5 shall leave some flexibility on the co-existence requirements for UE vendors and certification organizations to select according to their real deploying scenario.
Conclusion
Observation 1: The early releases are frozen. No new co-existence requirements can be added in early releases of RAN4 specs.
Observation 2: New UEs can consider more co-existence requirements. RAN4 leaves some flexibility on the requirements of new UEs and legacy UEs.
Observation 3: Which is new UE and which is legacy UE depend on UE vendors.
Observation 4: Which requirements can be accepted are decided by certification organizations.
Proposal 1: RAN5 shall leave some flexibility on the co-existence requirements for UE vendors and certification organizations to select according to their real deploying scenario.
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