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1 Introduction
A new WI of enabling dynamic spectrum sharing was agreed in RAN#86 meeting. Three aspects need further discussions in RAN4 meetings: 
· Channel raster 

· UL shift 

· Sync Pattern 

In the last meeting all three topics were discussed and the summary was captured in WF [1]. However, no consensus was reached on any of the topics. This contribution provides our thinking on these issues. 
2 Discussion
2.1 Channel raster 

CBRS operators prefer to introduce additional 100KHz for the concern that SAS cannot always allocate the suitable spectrum that the centre frequency aligns with the granularity 300KHz. While the concern is rational there are a few points we’d like to point out: 
Observation #1: It involves cross WG specification update to introduce additional 100KHz channel raster 

Observation #2: No LTE B48 has been deployed so far 
Observation #3: Allocating a new centre frequency with 300KHz raster is possible 
Introducing additional 100KHz channel raster will involve cross WGs and it might be time consuming. Considering the commercial timeline, it is beneficial for CBRS operators to support Option 1. As channel raster is a generic requirement in NR, we are not in favour of creating a new channel raster for a specific band. Furthermore, study [2] has shown that it is always possible to find a new center frequency with 300KHz raster within +-100KHz for any arbitrary center frequency with 100KHz channel raster. Therefore, we propose to keep existing SCS-based channel raster with no changes to the specifications. 
Proposal 1: keep existing SCS-based channel raster with no changes to the specifications
2.2 UL shift 

Observation #1: it has been concluded that the 7.5KHz UL shift should not be required for 30KHz SCS

CBRS operators agreed that the UL shift should not be mandated for 30KHz SCS. UL shift for 15KHz is out the scope of this WI. We are in favour of not mandating UL shift but keep it as an option for UE.

Proposal 2: A UE is not mandated to support UL 7.5 KHz shift 
2.3 Sync pattern

The major dispute here is whether an UE is able to support 4-port LTE or only limited to 2-port LTE transmission. The goals of the proposals are the same that is to enhance user experience. Adopting pattern B will nevertheless increase hardware complexity therefore increase R&D cost. But more importantly, option 2 will not improve user experience due to increased search time and power consumption. Therefore, we are in favor of Option 1 that is keeping existing sync pattern C 
Proposal 3: Keep existing sync pattern C 
3 Conclusion

Proposal 1: keep existing SCS-based channel raster with no changes to the specifications
Proposal 2: A UE is not mandated to support UL 7.5 KHz shift 
Proposal 3: Keep existing sync pattern C
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