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1. Introduction
[bookmark: OLE_LINK13]RAN4#108bis made a good progress on channel raster enhancements with an agreed WF [1], where a new channel raster is to be specified for both BS and UE, and part of the agreements on channel raster enhancements are shown below:
	Agreement: 
· Approach 1: Specify a new channel raster for both BS and UE. 
The new channel raster step size: 10 kHz
· The new channel raster should be applied to bands below 3 GHz that currently have 100 kHz channel raster:
· Whether the support of new channel raster for each band is mandatory or optional depends on operators’ input.
· The full set of UE Tx and Rx requirements shall be applicable for the channel raster which UE supports.



A sub-bullet is added on the optionality of the support of the new channel raster, which indicates that whether the support of new channel raster for each band is mandatory or optional depends on operators’ input. However, the sub-bullet sounds not clear enough, and in this contribution, we propose to clarify that the sub-bullet is only for BS.
2. Discussion
For a BS operating at a carrier deployed at a new channel raster entry (not on the legacy 100kHz grid), a legacy UE may still be possible to be able to search the cell and connected to the BS since the real channel raster for BS carrier can be derived by the legacy UE after completing initial access procedure, therefore, the BS can be requested by an operator to mandatorily support the new channel raster. 
Observation 1: A legacy UE is still able to connect to a BS operating at a carrier deployed at a new channel raster entry.
Observation 2: Mandatory support of the new channel raster for a band for BS can be requested by an operator. 
However, from UE perspective, the support of the new channel raster for a band is an optional capability pending on UE’s implementation, and even in the agreed WF [1], a new per-band UE capability was agreed:
	Agreement:
· Per-band UE capability will be introduced for the bands below 3GHz with 100KHz channel raster specified. 
· The UE capability is applicable for each band from Rel-16.



This indicates that it is an optional capability for a UE subject to its implementation, not mandatory, and it does not depend on any operator’s input, hence, the sub-bullet in the agreed WF does not apply to UE.
Observation 3: Support of the new channel raster for a band for UE is optional and does not dependent on any operator’s input or request.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1]Proposal 1: RAN4 to clarify that the operators’ input dependent optionality of the support of new channel raster only applies to BS.

3. Conclusion
In this contribution we have the following observations and proposal for channel raster enhancements:
Observation 1: A legacy UE is still able to connect to a BS operating at a carrier deployed at a new channel raster entry.
Observation 2: Mandatory support of the new channel raster for a band for BS can be requested by an operator.
Observation 3: Support of the new channel raster for a band for UE is optional and does not dependent on any operator’s input or request.
Proposal 1: RAN4 to clarify that the operators’ input dependent optionality of the support of new channel raster only applies to BS.
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