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1. Introduction

Motorola Solutions in their document for a way forward in Band 26 [1] defines a situation where coexistence issues could arise in a worst-case scenario deployment between LTE and Public Safety systems. The document outlines this is a manner that states a solution using NS values in the signalling to limit the interference and makes several initial value suggestions. Motorola Solutions is careful to make sure that the suggestions are in square brackets to indicate that these values are still open to discussion. Sprint feels that this in entirely appropriate and appreciates the Motorola Solution document as an extremely useful plan that should be used as the basis of moving forward with the approval of Band 26 in RAN4#60 and RAN Plenary in September. 
The Motorola Solutions proposal [1] also is generating discussion on the number of NS values, what the frequencies the NS will be and what the values of those NS values will be. This is important when determining coexistence for existing, known spectrum regions. Sprint believes that Band 26 should be approved at this meeting and that the coexistence issues be captured for continued discussion and approval at the next meeting. 
2. Suggestions for NS values:

1. Band 5 emissions of [–27] dBm/1 MHz from 859 – 869 MHz. 

2. An NS value(s) may be needed to offer some protection to the APAC 700 MHz band. The details of these values require additional study of Region 3 requirements to determine the best values. This is a case where the APAC 700 band DL is 11 MHz away from Band 26 UL and recent experience with other bands has shown that situations like this one require careful study.
3. An NS value is for 806 – 816 MHz is needed but the value of that needs to be TBD or at least the minimum FCC requirement. Qualcomm has noted that in some regions, public safety deployments may not cover this entire frequency range; however, it becomes overly cumbersome to define frequency ranges and A-MPR values on a region-by-region basis, so we propose a single NS value that covers the entire range be defined. Note also that in this case, the lowest 2 MHz of Band 26 may not be used for LTE. Sprint agrees with this statement from Qualcomm [2]. 

4. An NS value is for 851 – 861 MHz is needed but the value of that needs to be TBD or at least the minimum FCC requirement. Again Qualcomm [2] notes that in some regions, public safety deployments may not cover this entire frequency range; however, it becomes overly cumbersome to define frequency ranges and A-MPR values on a region-by-region basis, so we propose a single NS value that covers the entire range be defined and Sprint agrees.
5. An NS value for 806 – 824 MHz for PPDR protection and an A-MPR value defined to meet [-35dBm/6.25 kHz] 
3. Recommendation

1. Approve Band 26 for inclusion into Release 10 using the Motorola-Solution way forward as a guideline
2. Focus decision on the NS value approach on the number of NS values needed and obtain general agreement to the frequencies that will be addressed by each NS value
3. Establish, at a time as early as possible, an ad hoc to begin the addressing of finalizing the N-values. The final values are to be approved at the next meeting. The global nature of Band 26 makes this part of the coexistence discussion the most challenging and Sprint does not believe that the time allotted in meeting #60 will allow for final values to be determined. Therefore coming out of these meeting values in should be indicated in square brackets or TBD.
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