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1. Introduction
In RAN4#104, whether the new CA BW class of R-U need to be remove was discussed [1] but does not reach any consensus in the end. In [2], the LS from RAN2 confirm that the RSTU can be release independent from R15 and ask the status of RSTU. In this contribution, we provide our views on this issue.
2. Discussion
The main argument for removing the R-U is that the class R-U can be fully indicated by R5~R8 form FBG5, but we notice that in 38.331, RAN2 introduce the FBG5 with following description:

	fallbackGroupFiveRequest
Only if this field is present, the UE supporting FR2 CA bandwidth class from fallback group 5 shall include band combinations with FR2 CA bandwidth class from fallback group 5, and shall omit band combinations with FR2 CA bandwidth class from fallback group 2 or 3 (see TS 38.101-2 [39]) with same or lower capabilities



In our understanding, the highlighted part means that the RSTU from fallback group 3 will be omitted if R5~R8 from FBG5 is supported by UE, but if UE do not want to utilize FBG5 which need to support more CC combinations and more complex fallback rules, RSTU in FBG3 can be an alternative for UE to support larger BW class, e.g., 1600MHz. 

Observation 1: In current RAN2 spec, the RSTU is omitted if R5~R8 from FBG is supported by UE.

Observation 2: Keeping RSTU can give UE more flexibility in supporting larger BW classes.


Considering RAN2 already take efforts on R-U related work, e.g., release independent, we prefer to confirm the R-U will be kept in RAN4 spec.


Proposal: RAN4 confirm that the RSUT is not need to be removed from current spec.

A draft reply LS is provided in [3]
3. Conclusion
Observation: In current RAN2 spec, the RSTU is not covered by R5~R8.

Proposal: RAN4 confirm that the RSUT is not need to be removed from current spec.
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