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1	Introduction 
During the previous RAN WG4 discussion, RAN WG4 concluded that a new 10kHz raster will be introduced explicitly as an enhanced channel raster for both UE and gNB. And it was agreed that the enhanced channel raster would be mandatory for bands based on operator requests from Rel-18:
Agreement:
n  Based on discussion papers from interested operators, RAN4 can support the enhanced channel raster as mandatory feature in NR Band n1, n2, n3, n5, n25, n28, n66, n71 and n85 from Rel-18.
Nevertheless, it is still not clear which bands have mandatory enhanced channel raster or whether mandatory support can be applied to earlier releases.  In this contribution, solutions are proposed to resolve issue above.
2	Specification aspects of enhanced channel raster 
2.1	Mandatory support of the enhanced raster
The latest version of TS 38.101-1 introduces a new table to indicate clearly which band can have enhanced channel raster. However, it cannot be seen whether enhanced channel raster is mandatory or not. Given that there are operator requests to make enhanced channel raster as a mandatory feature for certain bands and there may be new request in the future, we propose to enhance the corresponding tables in TS 38.101-1 and TS 38.101-5. As presented in Table 2.1-1 below we can add a note to indicate whether the enhanced channel raster is mandatorily supported.
Table 2.1-1: Exemplary modifications to the channel raster table to indicate mandatory support.
	NR operating band
	ΔFRaster
(kHz) 
	Uplink
Range of NREF
(First – <Step size> – Last)
	Downlink
Range of NREF
(First – <Step size> – Last)

	n11
	10
	384000 – <2> – 396000
	422000 – <2> – 434000

	…
	…
	…
	…

	Note 1: mandatory support of enhanced channel raster is required for this band.
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2.2	Mandatory support in earlier releases
Another issue is whether enhanced channel raster can be mandatory for certain bands in earlier releases and how the corresponding information will be captured in earlier releases. If the answer is yes, we propose to capture it in release independent way.
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3	Conclusions
In this discussion paper, we have the following proposals about how to indicate mandatory support for enhanced channel raster and how to capture it in spec if enhanced channel raster is mandatory in early release.

Proposal 1:	Introduce a note to the table to indicate whether the enhanced channel raster is mandatory or not.
Proposal 2:	If enhanced channel raster can be mandatory for earlier releases, we propose to capture it in spec in release independent way.

	

