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1.	Introduction
Below 6GHz NR BS ACS requirements were further discussed in RAN4#84, and the way forward was agreed in [1], where certain aspects are FFS.
This contribution provides proposals to conclude on the FFS aspects to specify the below 6GHz NR BS ACS conducted requirements in the RAN4 specifications.

2.	Discussion
[bookmark: _Toc336211415]The following aspect for NR BS ACS requirements was FFS in the agreed way forward in [1]:
3)  Regarding the bandwidth of interfering signal:
· Option1: 
·  Using the same channel bandwidth, the same number of resource blocks and SCS for wanted signal and adjacent interfering signal;
· Option2: 
·  For NR bands less than 100 MHz, it is proposed to specify [5] MHz as the interfering carrier bandwidth for ACS requirements.
· For NR bands wider than or equal to 100 MHz, it is proposed to specify [20] MHz as the interfering carrier bandwidth for ACS requirements.
Adopting option 1 would align the below 6GHz NR BS ACS interfering signal channel with those agreed for below 6GHz NR UE ACS [2]. However, this may or may not ensure that the ACS interfering signal would not extend to frequency range of OOB blocking for larger channel bandwidth likes 100MHz, depending on the outcome of the discussion on the boundary between below 6GHz NR BS in-band and OOB blocking.
On the other hand, adopting option 2 to use a wider interfering signal bandwidth for wider operating bands would better represent real-life deployment scenarios, where larger (both wanted and adjacent) channel bandwidth should be expected in wider operating bands. Moreover, adopting option 2 would avoid linking the discussion on the ACS interfering signal channel with that on the boundary between in-band and OOB blocking, and thus would help to progress the NR BS work in a more efficient manner (as option 2 would ensure the ACS interfering signal would not extend to frequency range of OOB blocking even with the 20MHz boundary between E-UTRA BS in-band and OOB blocking).
In view of the above reasonings, it is proposed to adopt option 2 for ACS interfering signal bandwidth.

3.	Conclusion and proposals
This contribution has provided proposals to conclude on the FFS aspects to specify the below 6GHz NR BS ACS conducted requirements in the RAN4 specifications.
Proposals:
Adopt option 2 for ACS interfering signal bandwidth:
· Option2: 
· For NR bands less than 100 MHz, it is proposed to specify [5] MHz as the interfering carrier bandwidth for ACS requirements.
· For NR bands wider than or equal to 100 MHz, it is proposed to specify [20] MHz as the interfering carrier bandwidth for ACS requirements.
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