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1. Topic #1: Waveform
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Waveform
Agreement (Main session):
· Uplink PAPR reduction to UL DFT-s-OFDM and CP-OFDM,
· RAN4 carry out individual evaluations on PAPR-reduction techniques, mainly focusing on the Tx power gain by taking RF requirements into consideration.
· Coordination with RAN1 is required on the aspects which have RAN1 impacts.
· The evaluation should be based on the agreed waveform evaluation assumptions
· RAN1’s agreements on the evaluation assumption should be taken into consideration.
· Other Waveforms
· Defer consideration of other waveform (like DL DFT-s-OFDM) until RAN1 reaches consensus.

2. Topic #2: Channel bandwidth
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Sub-topic 3-1: Max Channel Bandwidth
· Main proposals
· Maximum CBW Limits:
· 200 MHz Baseline: Many companies, especially UE vendors, propose 200 MHz as the maximum single-carrier CBW for both UL and DL in ~7 GHz bands.
· 400 MHz Support: Some propose supporting 400 MHz in the ~7 GHz band, either as optional for flagship users, restricted to DL only, or as a single carrier to maximize efficiency.
· FFT Size: 
· Many companies propose to limit the mandatory baseline FFT size to 8k, while some suggest 16k should be an implementation choice or supported for specific cases.
· CA approach: 
· Some companies in their proposals clearly suggest 2x200 MHz CA as the preferred method to reach 400 MHz total bandwidth to ease RF implementation.
· Device types: 
· Proposals exist to differentiate CBW support based on device type (e.g., 200 MHz for smartphones vs. 400 MHz for FWA/CPE).
· Chair’s guidance on max CBW in RAN4#118
· To facilitate the discussion and eventually agreements, the following aspects should be discussed and clarified
· DL
· Feasibility to support 400MHz as single CC at both UE and BS
· By assuming single 400MHz CC is feasible at both UE and BS, comparison between 2x200MHz CA and 400MHz single CC should be clarified including the aspects of spectrum efficiency, SCell activation/BWP switching delay, power consumption and complexity, etc.
· UL
· Feasibility to support 400MHz as single CC at both UE and BS. 
· Recommended WF 
· Discuss the feasibility of supporting 400 MHz separately for DL and UL.
· The feasibility analysis should account for both current and near-future implementation constraints, as well as long-term technology advancements.
· 200 MHz for both UL and DL can serve as a baseline for specifying RF requirements in RAN4, while keeping the door open for future evolution to larger channel bandwidths after the initial 6G release.

Sub-topic 3-2: Min Channel Bandwidth
· WF
· Joint effort with RAN1 for the minimum CBW relevant to initial access
· Collect views on minimum CBW for specific SCS
· Postpone the decision on minimum CBW for specific 6G operating bands until the WI stage
· CBW step size could be further considered after conclusion of max and min CBW with inputs from operators

Sub-topic 3-4: Numerology
Agreement (Main session):
· Single and same SCS per operating band for both UL and DL, except PRACH
· FR1 FDD (Sub-6GHz): 15 kHz
· FR1 TDD (Sub-6 GHz): 30 kHz
· ~7 GHz Band including U6G: 30 kHz
· ~15 GHz Band for TN:	FFS (30, 60, or 120 kHz)
· Postpone the discussion until clarification is made in RAN plenary
· FR2-1 (24.25–52.6 GHz): 120 kHz
· Numerology of SSB is FFS including 120kHz and 240kHz
· Postpone discussion of numerology for NTN and ISAC until further progress is made in RAN1.

Sub-topic 3-5: Spectrum utilization
· WF
· Agree on a set of common simulation assumptions for SU evaluation, including PA models, RF impairments (e.g., carrier leakage, I/Q imbalance, phase noise, etc.), and baseline RF requirements (e.g., SEM, ACLR, EVM).
· 5G NR channel bandwidth, requirements can be considered as starting point for the SU evaluation with new assumptions for 6G
· PA model
· Companies can choose their own models 
· RF impairments
· 6G new assumptions depend on the progress on UE RF discussion
· 5G assumptions could be used for initial evaluation for existing CBWs with new spectrum confinement techniques

Sub-topic 3-6: Asymmetric channel bandwidths
· Agreement in AH 
· Defer the detailed evaluation of asymmetric channel bandwidth at least after max/min CBW is finalized. 

Sub-topic 3-6: Irregular channel bandwidths
· WF
· Investigate and compare candidate solutions for irregular channel bandwidth including the definition.
· Investigate the feasibility of defining RF requirements based on the actual activated bandwidth (BWP-like) or using scalable formulas, assessing the impact on testability and performance.
· Encourage operators to provide inputs on candidate irregular CBWs
