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Agenda Item 6b):	Any Other Business


Additional elements on the process described in WP/15 of FSMP WG/12 meeting  


(Presented by Jérôme André, French spectrum regulator)


	SUMMARY

	This document provides additional elements on the proposal made in WP/15 of the 12th meeting.
It focuses on the proposal relative to the process for addressing ICAO and non-ICAO systems sharing and compatibility studies.




INTRODUCTION
WP/15 of WG/12 raised the increasing pressure coming from both aeronautical and non-aeronautical sources to accept additional/new shaing of frequency bands allocated to aeronautical systems or the increased use of adjacent frequency bands. The response to such proposals has been varied and in many cases un-coordinated internationally with little guidance material on which authorities can base decisions as to how to proceed. It was therefore proposed a process for addressing new aeronautical or non-aeronautical, system specific, proposals for sharing/adjacent band co-existence described in the annex to WP/15 to provide such guidance.
DISCUSSION
WP/15 noted the specific precautions needed when addressing co-existence with other systems and/or services when sharing the band or operating in adjacent band with aeronautical applications requiring safety of life provisions.
To conduct the co-existence sharing and compatibility studies, it is expected that the performance based requirement would be the basis to develop relevant protection criteria. The type(s) and the value(s) of the protection criteria would depend on the radiocommunication system; for example, it could be expressed as I/N, C/N+I, probability of collisions of messages  (e.g. ADS-B), others,…
Except for specific cases which have to be justified, it has to be considered that any radiocommunication systems including aeronautical systems have to be able to operate with the level of the spurious level defined in the regulation whatever the other sources of interferences.  
The reduction of the safety should not be an option and in case of doubt, the precautionary principle preveals for civil aviation; so if the co-existence is assumed to be not possible then several options are possible:
· To not introduce, if new system, or in the ultimate situation to not operate, if existing, the safety of life aeronautical system;
· To not change the radiofrequency environment received by the safety of life aeronautical system;
· To define technical conditions implying modification of systems to make modification the resilience of the safety of life aeronautical system and/or to limit the emission of the interfering system: for example, currently the work item on radioaltimeter within PT1 aims to define the agreeable balance effort respectively by IMT 5G and the radioaltimeter. 
[bookmark: _Hlk100897786]To conclude there is a need of collaboration between aviation authorities and spectrum regulators to assess the relevant protection criteria of aeronautical systems based on the performance based requirement result of the safety analysis.
ACTION BY THE MEETING
[bookmark: _Hlk16835805]The meeting is invited to:
· Review the content of this Working Paper;
· Share with spectrum regulators the information on performance based requirement, when available, to assess the relevant protection criteria of aeronautical safety of life systems.
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