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1. Introduction
How to set the receiver requirements for dual uplink interband CA has been extensively discussed in last RAN4 meeting [1] and before but no conlusion has been reached exept that REFSENS shall be defined with both downlinks and uplinks active. 
2. Discussion 

In RAN4#69 UE RF Ad-Hoc [2] proposed that only receiver reuirement that is specified for dual uplink interband CA feature is REFSENS requirement. The proposal was not agreed although majority of the companies agreed that unnecessary test burden is to be avoided. A proof that dual uplink is not more demanding compared to single uplink from ACS, blocking and intermodulation point of view was seen necessary to be able to conclude that no requirement is needed.
We have run a set of simulations [3] where we compare the impact of own transmitter being in dual uplink mode to single uplink mode. Simulations are done in same manner as in REL-10 time frame when contiguous intraband CA receiver requirements were developed. From the results we can see that if the dual uplink total TX power is the same as single uplink TX power the impact to rx performance due to cross modulation is the same. Based on this study we propose that

Proposal 1: For dual uplink interband CA no ACS, in-band blocking, narrow band blocking or wideband intermodulation is defined.
Based on the simulations it cannot be concluded that out of band blocking requirement is unnecessary. However if the OOB-blocking requirement for dual uplink is set then we think that it is unnecessary to test OOB-blocking in both single uplink and dual uplink mode when downlink is in CA mode. If RAN4 decides to to specify OOB-Blocking for dual uplink interband CA an LS should be sent to RAN5 to state that it is unnecessary to test OOB-Blocking in both single uplink and dual uplink mode while DL is in CA mode. 
Proposal 2: For dual uplink interband out-of-band blocking requirement is specified and an LS is sent to RAN5 to inform that it is unnecessary to test OOB-Blocking in both single uplink and dual uplink mode while DL is in CA mode.
3. Conclusion
In this contribution we have made two proposals for approval
Proposal 1: For dual uplink interband CA no ACS, in-band blocking, narrow band blocking or wideband intermodulation is defined.
Proposal 2: For dual uplink interband out-of-band blocking requirement is specified and an LS is sent to RAN5 to inform that it is unnecessary to test OOB-Blocking in both single uplink and dual uplink mode while DL is in CA mode.
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