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1 Introduction
Quite a lot errors have been found in the previous RAN4 meetings when proponents preparing the TP/draft CR for higher order BC configurations. Some new CBWs such as 35MHz/45MHz were added in the higher order combinations but not yet introduced in the corresponding fallback lower order combinations. For the purpose to avoid future potential conflicts in the specifications and to alleviate the maintenance work load in BC configurations, a WF was approved in [1] to capture the guidelines on valid CBW for higher order BC configurations.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Proposal 1  It is proposed to agree the TP to capture the guidelines related to valid CBW for higher order BC configurations.

2 Reference
[1] R4-2210556, WF on guidelines on valid CBW for higher band combination configurations depending on fallbacks, ZTE
[2] R4-2302551, TR 38.846 v0.3.0_Study on simplification of band combination specification for NR and LTE, ZTE


Text Proposal
----- Start of TP -----

[bookmark: _Toc128831481]6.2.x	Guidelines on valid CBW for higher order BC depending on fallbacks
In current RAN4 specifications, some new CBWs such as 35MHz/45MHz were added in the higher order combinations but not yet introduced in the corresponding fallback lower order combinations. It results in the inconsistencies and leads some extra maintenance work to remove the CBWs in the higher order combinations that are missing in the lower fallbacks. The following guidelines on valid CBW for higher order BC are to be supported.
–   The per band supported channel bandwidths in a higher order band combination should be a subset of or equal to channel bandwidths supported for the same band in at least one of the corresponding lower order band combination of the BCS.
○   The per band supported channel bandwidths in a higher order band combination not meeting the above guidance should be removed from the specification if it’s confirmed by working group that there is no identified NBC issue. Otherwise, it can be considered to introduce the corresponding BCS channel bandwidths for lower order band combinations.
○   Band combination with the supported per channel bandwidths not meeting the above guidance should not be requested.

----- End of TP -----

