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1	Introduction 
During the RAN#95 meeting an issue of so-called phased introduction of frequency ranges was raised and discussed. And as further discussed in [1-3], this issue comes from the fact that while 3GPP tends to define, when possible, large bands covering large contiguous chunk of spectrum, it is not necessarily the case that all countries or geographical areas will have the same allocation. Some countries or regions might have only a sub-range within an NR band, and the UEs will support this sub-range and will be tested for it. However, if a particular country/region extends further available frequencies within the same band – effectively resulting in phased introduction of frequency (sub-)ranges within the same NR band – there will be two types of UEs supporting only the initial set of frequency sub-ranges and supporting an extended set of frequencies. 
While 3GPP resolved this issue for US and Canada, several companies expressed the preference to have a common solution or framework for similar cases. As a result, RAN#96 agreed a new RAN SI [5], which aims at studying further general solutions for this problem. 
This paper presents a text proposal for conclusions on potential solutions studied in this SI. 

2	Text proposal for TR 38.893
-------------------- TEXT PROPOSAL (BEGIN) --------------------
[bookmark: _Toc112860451]7	Conclusions and recommendations
The study item has studied three potential methods: a new band, a new band number and an approach of re-using existing band number with additional signalling information. 
Between two approaches –  a new band and a new band number – the latter seems to offer less standardisation efforts because all band combinations are automatically inherited from the "parent" band. However, a UE will anyway have to report explicitly all band combinations for the bands it supports, so these methods will be identical from the viewpoint of actual implementation and testing efforts. In other words, irrespective of the fact whether we add a new band or a new band number in the specification, a UE and the network behaviour will be the same as if the new band were added. If the existing band number is re-used, then we do not need to define new bands and associated band combinations, but new NS flags will be defined to differentiate between sub-bands.
A decision to use either a new band (number) or introduce a new NS flag can be dependent on a particular case.
   
-------------------- TEXT PROPOSAL (END) --------------------




3	Conclusions
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