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1. Introduction
In this contribution, we discuss whether the channel raster changes should be applied to NTN UE and BS, and provide our views. 
2. Discussion
Existing NTN spec supports maximum channel bandwidth 20MHz. The motivation to configure UE specific BW is not that strong. So NTN may not face the even/odd PRB issue as TN network.  

Observation: Since NTN supports maximum 20MHz bandwidth, it may not face the even/odd PRB issue.
Table 5.3.2-1: Maximum transmission bandwidth configuration NRB
	SCS (kHz)
	5 

MHz
	10

MHz
	15

MHz
	20

MHz

	
	NRB
	NRB
	NRB
	NRB

	15
	25
	52
	79
	106

	30
	11
	24
	38
	51

	60
	N/A
	11
	18
	24


In our view, whether NTN should change the channel raster depends on which approach is adopted for TN network. For approach 2, the spec changes are mainly general. Considering that NTN reuses NR design, it is better to use common design and align the specs between TN and NTN. For approach 1, if new channel raster is specified, the changes are more like band specific. As we discussed above, if there is no request to support a different channel raster for NTN, we prefer to not change the NTN spec.

Proposal 1: If Approach 2 (do not specify new channel raster entries) is selected, prefer to adopt the same changes in NTN spec.
In addition, in last RAN4 meeting, we made agreements that the carrierBandwidth advertised in SIB1 does not have to be placed on the 100KHz raster. The same agreements should also apply to NTN.

Proposal 2: The previous agreement that the carrierBandwidth advertised in SIB1 does not have to be placed on the 100KHz raster should also apply to NTN.
3. Conclusions
In this contribution, we discuss NTN channel raster, and provide our views. Observation and proposals are provided as follows:

Observation: Since NTN supports maximum 20MHz bandwidth, it may not face the even/odd PRB issue.

Proposal: If Approach 2 (do not specify new channel raster entries) is selected, prefer to adopt the same changes in NTN spec.

Proposal 2: The previous agreement that the carrierBandwidth advertised in SIB1 does not have to be placed on the 100KHz raster should also apply to NTN.
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