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Abstract
This document provides a TP for Sections 8 (Conclusion). (pCR) 		
1.0 Introduction 
The core objectives of this SI [1] are:
· Analyze the feasibility of specifying two duplex spacings in the band (1695-1710 MHz UL & 1995-2020 MHz DL) in order to provide deployment flexibility in protecting federal satellite receiver sites and addressing market license variations.  
· Identify duplex spacings depending on the outcome of the analysis
2.0 Conclusion 
In the study item we have shown that;  

· [bookmark: _GoBack]The specification allows the use of other TX channel to RX channel carrier centre frequency separation; such a scheme is not precluded and is intended to form part of a later release]

· The proposed AWS-3/4 band plan has a large 285 MHz duplex gap and therefore the performance differences between the two TX/RX carrier/duplex spacing are expected to be insignificant. This means the minimum performance requirements for the band can remain consistent regardless of the TX/RX frequency or duplex spacing choice. 

· The actual performance and conformance test cases for the additional TX/RX spacing (295MHz) would be limited to the one specific deployment configuration (Scenario 2b). 
· In TS36.331, the signalling support of additional duplex spacing is already available. Therefore, from the signalling point of view, it is possible to specify two TX/RX carrier spacings for a single band 

· Supporting more than one duplex spacing in a band would be a proactive 3GPP feature, which offers needed flexibility to operators, as more “unconventional” spectrum (unpaired FDD, impaired spectrum and etc.) is being made available for LTE. 

Therefore we have addressed the objectives of the study item which was to analyze the feasibility of specifying two duplex spacings in the band (1695-1710 MHz UL & 1995-2020 MHz DL) in order to provide deployment flexibility in protecting federal satellite receiver sites and addressing market license variations.

Separately to the required objectives of the study item, we have concluded that maintaining a single carrier/duplex spacing for the AWS-3/4 band arrangements would require the usage of 3DL CA, noting the current specifications do not support 3DL intra-band contiguous CA configurations whose aggregate bandwidths are less than 40MHz and is therefore not recommended

Hence, it is concluded that:

· It is feasible to specify two duplex spacings in the proposed band (1695-1710 MHz UL & 1995-2020 MHz DL) and
· It is identified that two duplex spacings of 300 MHz and 295 MHz are required to provide deployment flexibility in protecting federal satellite receiver sites and addressing market license variations. 
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[bookmark: _Toc431403623]8	Conclusions
The core objectives of this SI are:
· Analyze the feasibility of specifying two duplex spacings in the band (1695-1710 MHz UL & 1995-2020 MHz DL) in order to provide deployment flexibility in protecting federal satellite receiver sites and addressing market license variations.  
· Identify duplex spacings depending on the outcome of the analysis


The outcome of the SI are; 

· The specification allows the use of other TX channel to RX channel carrier centre frequency separation; such a scheme is not precluded and is intended to form part of a later release]

· The proposed AWS-3/4 band plan has a large 285 MHz duplex gap and therefore the performance differences between the two TX/RX carrier/duplex spacing are expected to be insignificant. This means the minimum performance requirements for the band can remain consistent regardless of the TX/RX frequency or duplex spacing choice. 

· The actual performance and conformance test cases for the additional TX/RX spacing (295MHz) would be limited to the one specific deployment configuration (Scenario 2b). 
· In TS36.331, the signalling support of additional duplex spacing is already available. Therefore, from the signalling point of view, it is possible to specify two TX/RX carrier spacings for a single band 

· Supporting more than one duplex spacing in a band would be a proactive 3GPP feature, which offers needed flexibility to operators, as more “unconventional” spectrum (unpaired FDD, impaired spectrum and etc.) is being made available for LTE. 

Therefore, we have addressed the objectives of the study item which was to analyze the feasibility of specifying two duplex spacings in the band (1695-1710 MHz UL & 1995-2020 MHz DL) in order to provide deployment flexibility in protecting federal satellite receiver sites and addressing market license variations.

Separately to the required objectives of the study item, we have concluded that maintaining a single carrier/duplex spacing for the AWS-3/4 band arrangements would require the usage of 3DL CA, noting the current specifications do not support 3DL intra-band contiguous CA configurations whose aggregate bandwidths are less than 40MHz and is therefore not recommended

Hence, it is concluded that:

· It is feasible to specify two duplex spacings in the proposed band (1695-1710 MHz UL & 1995-2020 MHz DL) and
· It is identified that two duplex spacings of 300 MHz and 295 MHz are required to provide deployment flexibility in protecting federal satellite receiver sites and addressing market license variations
· 
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