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1. Introduction
In RAN4 #110-bis meeting, A WF [1] on NR NTN coexistence study was agreed. However, there are still some remaining issues about the note of NTN UE ACS table.
In this contribution, we would like to provide our views for the note of NTN UE ACS table.
2. Discussion
The agreement on NTN UE ACS was achieved during the previous meetings, as shown below:
	Issue 1-3: Notes 1&2 in R4-2403092
Agreement: 
1. Keep Note 1 and Note 2 only in TR 38.863 for 17(DL)/27(UL) GHz.
2. The conclusion on the ACLR and ACS values for NTN SAN and VSAT UE in the table below are applicable for 17(DL)/27(UL) GHz only.  
	
	SAN
	UE

	
	GEO
	LEO
	Fixed
	Mobile

	ACLR (dBc)
	12
	12
	14
	14

	ACS (dBc)
	18
	24
	251, 2, 3
	251, 2, 3

	NOTE 1: 	At the time of this 3GPP co-existence study, there is no TN band defined or planned near 17 GHz. The parameters are derived based on 3GPP coexistence scenarios in which a TN system is simulated to be operating in the band directly adjacent to the proposed NTN system as well as technical assumptions that may or may not be applicable in practice. The results of the study are not intended to address coexistence issues from a regulatory standpoint.
NOTE 2:  	There are existing non-3GPP VSAT UE operating in Ka band at present and will likely continue operating in the future, with ACS performance lower than the value.
NOTE 3:   		Additional solutions could be further considered to address coexistence issues if and when TN is deployed in 17 GHz.





For note 2, the vendor’s concerns about the ACS performance of existing non-3GPP VSAT are reasonable, as there are already some of non-3GPP VSAT UE providing services in Ka band. However, the wording of the note may need to be improved, as the current description “with ACS performance lower than the value” seems ambiguous.
Regarding to the existing non-3GPP VSAT UE who is operating in Ka band at present (and will likely continue operating in the future), a different ACS performance might be specified. Meanwhile, the ACS values given in the table are derived from coexistence simulation, and adhering to this value guarantees the performance of the entire network. Therefore, we believe that note 2 needs some wording modification to point out those cases that require a different ACS value. This would dispel the ambiguity of the current note 2.
Observation 1: The Note 2 in R4-2406134 may cause some potential coexistence issues. 
3. Conclusion
Based on the discussion above, the following proposals were provided:
Observation 1: The Note 2 in R4-2406134 may cause some potential coexistence issues.
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