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1. Introduction
[bookmark: _Hlk163398136]In the last meeting, most requirements for 7125 to 8400 MHz are discussed and the requirement in n104 is the baseline. However, there are several remaining issues in [1] and in this contribution, we provide our views on these issues.
2. Discussion
· Channel bandwidth
In [1], 100MHz is agreed as baseline and FFS on larger bandwidth.Issue 2-2 Typical Channel Bandwidth (100MHz is maximum bandwidth)
· n104 (100MHz) baseline 
· FFS higher bandwidths (e.g. 200MHz)



In our understanding, it is not critical to agree on the maximum bandwidth at this stage since this frequency range is target for 6G. In the LS from ITU, ITU only require to provide the type for the parameter but not necessary to provide all type of parameters.When providing these parameter values (e.g., IMT-2020 and/or IMT-2030), please also qualify if these values are based on the maximum value, typical value, specific range, or others.


Observation 1: It is not necessary to provide maximum value of channel bandwidth in the reply LS for ITU.

So we prefer to only provide 100MHz as a typical value and give companies more time to think about the maximum bandwidth for this new frequency range.

Proposal 1: Only provide 100MHz as a typical value for channel bandwidth, and no need to further decide the maximum channel bandwidth at this stage. 
· Maximum output power
In [1], the options for MOP are listed below:
Issue 2-8 Maximum output power (UE)
· Option 1: 23dBm only. 
· Option 2: 20dBm
· Option 3: Use n104 (23 and 26dBm)
· Option 4: 29dBm


In our understanding at least the 23 dBm need to be supported as typical value, and it doesn’t mean other powers are precluded if they are not mentioned in reply LS. Higher power or lower power can be discussed in the future release when there is a dedicated WI exist.
Proposal 2: In the reply LS, only provide 23dBm as typical value for MOP. Other powers are not precluded and can be discussed in the future release.
· ACLR/ACS
In [1], there are several options for ACLR and ACS
Issue 2-6 ACLR
· UE
· Option 1:  26dB, 27dB (study) for PC3
· Option 2:  30dB (n104) for PC3, 31dB (n104) for PC2
Issue 2-12 ACS
· UE: 
Follow n104 or follow previous studies

In [3], 26 dBc ACLR and 32 dBc ACS is decided based on the co-existence study for 7GHz. The UE can benefit from lower ACLR to reduce the MPR and achieve higher output power, which is also good for the coverage in such high frequency band, so we prefer use the results in the TR as the baseline.
Observation 2: UE can benefit from lower ACLR to reduce the MPR and a achieve better UL performance, which is also good for the coverage.
Proposal 3: Use the co-existence outcome from TR 38.921 as the ACLR/ACS value, i.e., 26 dB ACLR/32dB ACS.
· Noise figure 
In [1], the options for noise figure are listed below:
Issue 2-9 Noise Figure 
· UE
· Option 1: Follow n104 noise figure (12dB)
· Option 2: Be consistent with information sent previously IMT-2020 28GHz, e.g. 10dB
· Option 3: Be consistent with Previous LS to ITU-R on 6, 10GHz, NF was 9-13dB


From the co-existence evaluation perspective, the 9 dB NF was used but based on the component link analysis, 12 dB is used for n104. Since the reason behind the values are different, it is hard to further down selection from them, so provide a range can be a possible compromise.
Observation 3: There are different reasons behind each NF value, it is hard to do the down selection.
Proposal 4: Provide a range of NF in the reply LS, e.g., 9-13 dB.
· SINR operation range 

In [3], -10 dB is used as minimum SINR in link level performance based on the QPSK with 1/8 code rate in DL, and this value is widely used in co-existence study in different bands, which can be used as the lower bound of SINR operation range.

Proposal 5: The SINR operation range can be ≥-10 dB.
3. Conclusion
In this contribution, we provide our views on the UE parameter for 7125 to 8400 MHz frequency range, and our proposals are listed below:
Observation 1: It is not necessary to provide maximum value of channel bandwidth in the reply LS for ITU.

Proposal 1: Only provide 100MHz as a typical value for channel bandwidth, and no need to further decide the maximum channel bandwidth at this stage. 
Proposal 2: In the reply LS, only provide 23dBm as typical value for MOP. Other powers are not precluded and can be discussed in the future release.
Observation 2: UE can benefit from lower ACLR to reduce the MPR and achieve better UL performance, which is also good for the coverage.
Proposal 3: Use the co-existence outcome from TR 38.921 as the ACLR/ACS value, i.e., 26 dB ACLR/32dB ACS.
Observation 3: There are different reasons behind each NF value, it is hard to do the down selection.
Proposal 4: Provide a range of NF in the reply LS, e.g., 9-13 dB.

Proposal 5: The SINR operation range can be ≥-10 dB.
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