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1. Introduction
In RAN4#110bis meeting, the mandatory or optional was discussed, and the agreements are:
Agreement in RAN4#110bis meeting:
For Rel-18, at least support the enhanced channel raster as mandatory feature for (e)Redcap UEs in the same set of NR operating bands for eMBB UEs. FFS on other bands. 
Change RedCap to (e)RedCap in the “mandatory/optional” column.
	Features
	Index
	Feature group
	…
	Mandatory/Optional

	28. NR_channel_raster_enh
	28-1
	Enhanced channel raster
	 Unchanged columns are omitted
	Mandatory with capability signaling for all Rel-18 UEs for certain bands as defined in 38.101-1 and 38.101-5

Optional otherwise

FFS for (e)RedCap




In this contribution, we further discuss the UE capability for enhanced channel raster.
2. Discussion
In RAN4#110 meeting, it was agreed that new enhanced channel raster can be supported as mandatory in NR band n1, n2, n3, n5, n25, n28, n66, n71 and n85 from Rel-18.
	Issue 2-1-1: New channel raster table format to distinguish mandatory or optional feature in TS38.101-1
Agreement: 
· 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.


In last meeting, it was agreed that for Rel-18, at least support the enhanced channel raster as mandatory feature for (e)Redcap UEs in the same set of NR operating bands for eMBB UEs. According to the agreements in RAN4#110 meeting, the mandatory bands are n1, n2, n3, n5, n25, n28, n66, n71 and n85. For the other bands, it is still FFS. 
In last meeting, companies commented that operators can request the mandatory bands for RedCap, similar as eMBB. However, the main difference between RedCap UE and normal UE is that RedCap UE has limitation on the supported maximum channel bandwidth, i.e. 20MHz. And also the operators spectrum holding may change according to regulation change, e.g. spectrum sharing between operators or with other services. Hence, only reply on operator request at the end of Rel-18 timeline may cause some legacy UE issue in the future.
Proposal: It is proposed that enhanced channel raster is mandatory for (e)RedCap UEs at least from Rel-18.
3. Conclusions
In this contribution, we further discuss the mandatory of enhanced channel raster:
Proposal: It is proposed that enhanced channel raster is mandatory for (e)RedCap UEs at least from Rel-18.
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