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Introduction
In RAN1#101-e emeeting, the following agreements were made [1]:
Agreements: 
· For FR1, study at least 20MHz maximum UE bandwidth at least for initial access
· Other bandwidths FFS
· For FR2, study 50MHz and 100 MHz maximum UE bandwidth at least for initial access 
· Other bandwidths FFS

[bookmark: _GoBack]In this contribution, we discuss about this agreement in FR2 and make proposal on it.
Discussion
Maximum transmission BW [RB] and minimum guardband [kHz] are specified by RAN4 spec [2] for channel bandwidth 50 MHz and 100 MHz in FR2 as follows:
Table 5.3.2-1: Maximum transmission bandwidth configuration NRB
	SCS (kHz)
	50 MHz
	100 MHz
	200 MHz
	400 MHz

	
	NRB
	NRB
	NRB
	NRB

	60
	66
	132
	264
	N.A

	120
	32
	66
	132
	264



Table 5.3.3-1: Minimum guardband for each UE channel bandwidth and SCS (kHz)
	SCS (kHz)
	50 MHz
	100 MHz
	200 MHz
	400 MHz

	60
	1210
	2450
	4930
	N. A

	120
	1900
	2420
	4900
	9860



Table: 5.3.3-2: Minimum guardband (kHz) of SCS 240 kHz SS/PBCH block
	SCS (kHz)
	100 MHz
	200 MHz
	400 MHz

	240
	3800
	7720
	15560



50 MHz and 100 MHz CBW were agreed for study instead of other CBW such as 80 MHz in RAN1#101-e. One reason would be these CBW have already been specified by RAN4. On the other hand, as seen from above tables, nothing has been specified for 240 kHz SCS for 50 MHz CBW.
Considering process of the agreements, 240 kHz SCS for 50 MHz CBW should be out of scope of the study.
Proposal:
· For 50 MHz CBW in FR2, 240 kHz SCS is out of scope of the study due to lack of RAN4 spec
Summary
Proposal:
· For 50 MHz CBW in FR2, 240 kHz SCS is out of scope of the study due to lack of RAN4 spec
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