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1	Introduction 
In 3GPP Rel-17, the issues of new introduced regionally-defined subset of an NR band for US and Canada were resolved. Thereafter, several companies expressed the preference to have a generic solution or framework for similar cases in following releases (e.g., Rel-18). Thus, RAN#96 agreed a new RAN SI [1], which aims at studying on UE support of regionally-defined subsets of an NR band. In this contribution, observations and text proposals for TR 38.893 are provided. 
2	Discussion
We think that to have the indicator for the new introduced regionally-defined subsets is necessary no matter the indicator/solution is new band, new band number, new signalling or others.
Regarding solution of new band number, it does not mention that UE capability report is needed for NW/BS (e.g., UEs do not need to report supporting new band number to NW/BS). 
Regarding solution of new band number, to update the new band number in Table 5.2-1 in TS 38.101-1 could be one way. For the modification in TS38.101-1 by using solution of new band number, we think probably the modification can be in the existing Table 5.2-1 or in the new created separate Table 5.2-2. 
Observation 1: For the modification in TS38.101-1 by using solution of new band number, the modification can be in the existing Table 5.2-1 or the new created band-number Table 5.2-2. 
Regarding new band number, we wonder whether NW/BS do not send any indicator about new band number to UE. In other words, whether only to create new band-number table or to update new band number in TS 38.101-1 Table 5.2-1 is needed.
Observation 2: Regarding solution of new band number, in TR 38.893, to add texts to indicate that creating new band-number table or to update new band number in TS 38.101-1 Table 5.2-1 is possible. Furthermore, to confirm whether NW/BS do not need to send any indicator to UE for solution of new band number.
Observation 3: Solution of new band number should not make any impact or modification on TS 38.307. 
Proposal 1: To agree the proposed text proposals in this contribution for TR 38.893 clauses 5.1 and 6.

It is observed in [2] that both the new band number and the new signalling with reusing NR band number are feasible and preferred by different companies and operators. 
Observation 4: Both solutions of new band number or new signalling with reusing NR band number are feasible and preferred by different companies and operators. There is no technical reason to preclude both. The exact solution adopted can be decided on case-by-case manner based on future request.

Proposal 2: Regarding text below, to consider it or add it into TR 38.893.
· [Both the new band number and the new signalling with reusing NR band number are feasible solutions. There is no technical reason to preclude both. The exact solution adopted can be decided on case-by-case manner based on future request.]
3	Text proposal for TR 38.893
[bookmark: _Toc112860451]<<< Start of changed sections >>>
5	Other Issues
5.1	Roaming UEs
In some countries it is neither the operator nor the base station that takes responsibility for the UE meeting regulations.  In the USA UE vendors can only allow their devices to operate in parts of the band where there are FCC regulations at the time of device certification. 
UE vendors may choose to pursue certification for some countries but not others. In view of the regional regulatory differences described above, we recognize that there may be ambiguity with regards to exactly which regulatory requirements are supported in any given UE implementation.   It is important to understand how this ambiguity could affect regulatory compliance when UEs roam in countries in which they are not certified. Two scenarios are identified for clarification for feasibility of roaming:
The first scenario is if a UE is certified to operate only in part of a band (e.g. band n77 cases UE in Canada/US referring to Rel-17 TS38.101-1 Table 5.2-1 Note 12).  In this scenario, the UE is only allowed to operate within the subset of the band for which it is certified in the country where this certification is necessary.
<<< Unchanged sections omitted >>>

6	Possible solutions
6.1	General
The solutions in clause 6 should be at least capable of solving the issues indicated in clauses 4 and 5. Moreover, solutions should be applicable for handling existing UEs which were already deployed in the market before [the introduction of new regionally-defined subsets of an NR band or new released regulation].
Regarding all solutions for MSD aspect, considering accommodations for cases where the UE subset support precludes the possibility to test some MSD exceptions: If the UE supported subset precludes the possibility to test some MSD exceptions, just like with Note 12 for n77 either the MSD configuration can be changed so the MSD is testable in the country that uses the sub-band or a note can be added to waive the MSD.

<<< Unchanged sections omitted >>>
6.y	Solution y: New Band Number
Another potential solution is to introduce a new band number, which is not really a new band. The difference between a new band and a new band number is that all the same requirements of the original band should apply to the new band-number without modification of existing [system, RF, RRM and demodulation] requirements, but the new band number would allow for differentiation of which part of the spectrum a UE is certified to operate in in the region.

[NOTE x: For the modification in TS38.101-1 by using solution of new band number, the modification can be in the existing Table 5.2-1 or the new created band-number Table 5.2-2.]
[NOTE y: To confirm whether NW/BS do not need to send any indicator to UE for solution of new band number.]
[NOTE z: Solution of new band number should not make any impact or modification on TS 38.307.]

<<< Unchanged sections omitted >>>
<<< End of changed sections >>>

4	Conclusions
In the contribution, observations and text proposals for TR 38.893 are provided.
Observation 1: For the modification in TS38.101-1 by using solution of new band number, the modification can be in the existing Table 5.2-1 or the new created band-number Table 5.2-2. 
Observation 2: Regarding solution of new band number, in TR 38.893, to add texts to indicate that creating new band-number table or to update new band number in TS 38.101-1 Table 5.2-1 is possible. Furthermore, to confirm whether NW/BS do not need to send any indicator to UE for solution of new band number.
Observation 3: Solution of new band number should not make any impact or modification on TS 38.307. 
Proposal 1: To agree the proposed text proposals in this contribution for TR 38.893 clauses 5.1 and 6.

Observation 4: Both solutions of new band number or new signalling with reusing NR band number are feasible and preferred by different companies and operators. There is no technical reason to preclude both. The exact solution adopted can be decided on case-by-case manner based on future request.
Proposal 2: Regarding text below, to consider it or add it into TR 38.893.
· [Both the new band number and the new signalling with reusing NR band number are feasible solutions. There is no technical reason to preclude both. The exact solution adopted can be decided on case-by-case manner based on future request.]
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