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1.	Introduction
In this contribution we propose to make an update to the background clause 4 in TR38.884.

In the latest SID [1] the Justification clause 3 define the related operating bands and bandwidths are defined, see table 1.


	Band (s)
	Channel Bandwidth(s)

	n5
	7, 11, 12 MHz

	n12, n85
	6, 12 MHz

	n26
	7 MHz

	n28
	13 MHz

	n29
	6, 11 MHz



Table 1: Bands and bandwidths 



2.	Discussion
As seen in table1 band n29 is part of the Study Item. According to TS38.101-1, table 5.2-1 band n29 I defined as an SDL (Supplementary Downlink) band and hence to be able to operate in n29 the UE needs to be configured with the UL in another band. Implying support for inter band Carrier Aggregation. 

Observation 1: Band n29 is defined as a SDL band.

In order to operate n29 as an irregular BW, new CA combination(s) including n29 as irregular BW need to be specified in TS38.101-1. Also a new CA class migh need to be defined.
Observation 2: New inter band CA combination(s) including n29 needs to be defined 
Observation 3: New CA combination class(es) might need to be defined for the irregular part of the new CA combos.
Observation 4: By having a SDL band as part of the SI, it will require a non-agnostic solution (intra band CA method is not supported)

Given Observations 1, 2 and 3 above we propose the following.

Proposal 1: Exlude n29 from the SID as well as the TR, Suggested TP is found in clause 5

Observation 5: If kept only two of the methods are suitable, wider then and overlapping from NW P.O.V


3.	Conclusions
In this contribution we observe and propose the following: 

Observation 1: Band n29 is defined as a SDL band.
Observation 2: New inter band CA combination(s) including n29 needs to be defined 
Observation 3: New CA combination class(es) might need to be defined for the irregular part of the new CA combos.
Observation 4: By having a SDL band as part of the SI, it will require a non-agnostic solution (intra band CA method is not supported)


Given Observations 1, 2 and 3 above we propose the following.

Proposal 1: Exlude n29 from the SID as well as the TR, Suggested TP is found in clause 5

Observation 5: If kept only two of the methods are suitable, wider then and overlapping from NW P.O.V
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5. TP to TR38.844
Suggested update to the TR clause 4 “Background”:


< start of change >

Solutions for the following spectrum allocations have been requested so far:  

Table 4-1: Summary of operators’ input for irregular channel bandwidth

	Band (s)
	Channel Bandwidth(s)

	n5
	7, 11 MHz

	n12, n85
	6, 12 MHz

	n26
	7 MHz

	n28
	13 MHz

	n29
	6, 11 MHz



Some techniques have been suggested for re-using existing channel bandwidths which can include but not limited to overlapping UE channel bandwidths, and/or using larger bandwidths than operator licensed bandwidth. This Study Item is needed to evaluate where existing techniques can be used to efficiently utilize operator spectrum allocations, and whether and how new channel bandwidths should be created. The Study shall also analyse if a proprietary solution(s) is sufficient.

