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1- SIB1 positioning off the 100 kHz grid for legacy UEs
Agreement:
· There is no backwards compatibility issue, the carrierBandwidth advertised in SIB1 does not have to be placed on the 100kHz raster.


2- Proposed alternatives for further study
1- Approach 1: Specify a new channel raster
1- New channel raster step size:
			Option 1: 5 kHz
			Option 2: 10 kHz
			Option 3: 50kHz
2- The new channel raster should be specified for:
			both UE and gNB.
3- For which bands this new channel raster should be specified:
			All FR1 bands below 3GHz that that currently have 100 kHz channel raster
2- Approach 2: Do not specify new channel raster entries 
· Alternative 1
1- Clarify in clause 5.4.2.2 of both the BS and UE specifications that the “RF channel” is mapped to the channel raster at the centre of a carrier grid of a serving cell for at least one numerology as advertised in SIB1.
2- The network should be able to use the RRC specification for configuring the UE with locations of the UE-specific channel BW within a wider cell-specific bandwidth;
· Alternative 3: 
1- For operating bands with a 100 kHz channel raster, the UE can signal a capability to support a UE specific channel BW that 
· consists of a contiguous subset of RBs from SCS-SpecificCarrier in SIB1 and 
· is a maximum transmission BW configuration 
· but need not be centered on the channel raster.
2- For UEs with the capability to support a	 UE specific channel BW off the 100 kHz raster in corresponding operating bands, the natural raster for the UE specific channel BW is the RB grid of the carrier bandwidth in SIB1. (For a given numerology and location of the SIB1 carrier bandwidth, its RB grid is considerably sparser than the proposed channel rasters and it includes only valid frequency locations, hence rather the RB grid of the carrier bandwidth in SIB1 should be specified as raster for the UE specific channel BW than a new channel raster.)


Way forward:
For the next meeting, companies are encouraged to detail the expected specification’ updates of their preferred approach.



3-	UE capability
Open issues (to be further discussed once RAN4 has agreed on one of the alternatives):
FFS whether/how a new UE capability would be specified to support the WI objectives
FFS if UE capability should be per band or per UE.
FFS from which release should the UE capability be applicable.
