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1. Introduction
This document discusses potential ways forward for the remaining open issues on n255 band system parameters.
2. Discussion
Channel spacing requirements
For n256, it was agreed for the channel spacing requirements to follow the TN requirements in section 5.4.1 of 38.101-1. We do not see any reason as to why this cannot also be applied for n255. Therefore, we propose that n255 channel spacing also follows the TN requirements in section 5.4.1 of 38.101-1. 
Channel raster and NREF range
The channel raster for n256 has been agreed to be 100kHz. For n255 we propose to use the same channel raster value as n256. This would lead to the NREF range (same as for n24) below:
	NTN satellite band #
	ΔFRaster
(kHz) 
	Uplink range of NREF
(First – <Step size> – Last)
	Downlink range of NREF
(First – <Step size> – Last)

	n255
	100
	325300 – <20> – 332100
	305000 – <20> – 311800



SS block configuration and raster entries
For n24, the SS block and GSCN configurations are defined in the table below. 
	NR operating band
	SS Block SCS
	SS Block pattern1
	Range of GSCN
(First – <Step size> – Last)

	n24
	15 kHz
	Case A
	3818 – <1> – 3892

	
	30 kHz
	Case B
	3824 – <1> – 3886


For n256, only the 15kHz SS block configuration was agreed. Following the same approach for n255 would reduce UE cell search effort and time, but may cause spectrum inefficiency in case 30kHz SCS was used for other physical channels. We welcome feedback on whether to follow the n24 approach or the n256 approach for the SSB SCS.
3. Proposal
Discuss and, if acceptable, agree to the points in bold in this contribution for n255 remaining system parameter issues.
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