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Introduction
A new basket WI was agreed in last RAN#88e meeting to manage all requests related to adding new channel BW in existing NR bands. 
This agenda item will handle all contributions related to this WI:
· Any clarification on the way of working.
· Endorsement of the updated WI including the new requests submitted for this meeting.
· As it seems there is a common understanding of the needed changes for the agreed requests, we could also target approving the submitted draft CRs already in the 1st round:
· Adding 70 MHz CBW to n41.
· Adding 70 MHz CBW to n48.
· Adding 30 MHz CBW to n83.
· Adding 25, 30, 40 and 50MHz CBWs to n84.

Topic #1: Rapporteur inputs 
This topic is aiming endorsing the updated WI with new requests submitted for this meeting and clarifying if needed the way of working with this new basket WI. 
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2010440
	Ericsson
	Way of working reminder

	R4-2010618
	Ericsson
	WID revision including new requests made for this meeting



Open issues summary
Sub-topic 1-1
Sub-topic description: The aim of this topic is to answer to any question related to the way of working with this new basket WI.
Issue 1-1: New way of working clarifications
· Proposals
· The goal of this sub-topic is to collect any comment and clarify the new way of working with this basket WI. If any question, please submit it in this sub-topic’s context.
· Recommended WF
· TBA

Sub-topic 1-2
Sub-topic description: The WID has been updated with the new requests submitted for this meeting, it should be endorsed by RAN4 according to the agreed way of working.  
Issue 1-2: Updated WID
· Proposals
· Submit any comment.
· Recommended WF
· Endorse the updated WID

Companies views’ collection for 1st round 
Open issues 
	Company
	Comments

	ZTE
	Sub topic 1-1: In our understanding, most of the way for the new NR bandwidth basket WID are the same with the band combinations basket WID. For some ways mentioned in R4-2010440, we have some comments below:
1.“ If no request is received before the deadline, the WI will not be udpated, neither submitted then.”
Actually, sometimes the WID is still needed to be updated although there are no new requested received. Since it needs to update the ‘status ’ for each NR band in the case of draft CR is provided. If no new request and no new draft CR, then no need to update the WID.
2. Once a request is added in the WI (submitted at RAN4#n meeting), the work could start in that same RAN4#n.
   Shouldn’t the work only be started after the WID approved?  Usually the revised WID(submitted in RAN4 #N) will be submitted at the next RAN meeting (RAN #M) for approval. Then the work for the new requests can only be started in the RAN4 meetings after RAN #M(i.e.  in RAN4 #(N+n), n>0). 
3. Any interested company should contribute to that effort and once everyone agreed on the needed changes, one company shall submit the draft CRs to TS 38.104 and TS 38.101 to the same RAN4 meeting RAN4#m.
    Usually it should be restricted that only proponents should contribute the Tdoc, not any interested companies to avoid duplicated contributions.

Lastly, we have a small question on the contribution treated procedure. Since it is basket WID, is it possible to handle all the contributions using the same manner of band combination basket WID, i.e. flagging procedure, in future RAN4 meeting?

Sub topic 1-2:
….
Others:

	Ericsson
	Answering ZTE questions:
1- Agree, this is a good point.
2- The motivation with this sentence was to not delay the work: if the updated WI is endorsed during a RAN4 meeting, it would then be possible to already handle first contributions (e.g. A-MPR simulations alignment) in that meeting, not waiting for RAN approval. But of course, no decision could be taken for that RAN4 meeting, no draft CR could be endorsed, we shall wait for the updated WI to be approved at RAN level.
But if this is of major concern, we could change this.
3- In many cases, we would need A-MPR simulations. We thought so we should encourage any interested companies to provide results to make sure we set the right A-MPR limits. But, as stated, the draft CRs shall only be submitted by one company.
4- Actually, we had that discussion with RAN4 chairman before this meeting. We chose to proceed this way for this meeting in order to collect any questions on this new basket WI and clarify any unclear point. But we leave it open for the next RAN4 meetings and would like to get feedback from companies on their preferred way of working: if we should handle contributions as we do for basket WIs related to band combinations or not.

	Huawei
	We agree with the rapporteurs recommendations. There is only one thing: for BC baskets the requests are proposed before RAN4 start, while in this WI the requests are required ‘2 weeks before RAN4’. Is it 2 weeks before RAN4 start? Or it is 2 weeks before RAN4 finale. We wonder if it is possible to align it with other baskets.

	ZTE
	Just response to Ericsson.
For bullet 2. We think it is the normal procedure that the work should start after the revised WID approved in the RANP meeting.
For bullet 3. We overlooked the A-MPR issue and only focus on the draft CR in our previous comments. Yes, it would be good that the interesting companies to bring the A-MPR simulations. 
For bullet 4. Since A-MPR similations are complicated, so it may not be treated easily using the flagging procedure. But for the other bands without any MPR/A-MPR issue, usually draft CR can be submitted directly and seemingly such CRs can be treated as block approval.

	Ericsson
	To Huawei:
  It’s 2 weeks before RAN4 meeting starts. The rationale for this is to make sure the updated WID with the new requests could be submitted before the RAN4 deadline for endorsement. RAN4 could then comment and challenge any new request during the meeting. I understood for the other basket WIs, requests are more or less always automatically approved. But when this new basket WI was discussed in RAN4, some companies were requesting that RAN4 could first decide on (or at least challenge) approving or not an incoming request.
To ZTE:
  Bullet 2: As this has been already approved by RAN, do you see really an issue with this? This might save some time introducing a new CBW in a band. And anyway, no formal draft CR could be endorsed until the updated WI has been approved.
  Bullet 3: ok
  Bullet 4: Yes, draft CRs could be easily handled via block approval, while A-MPR/MPR might be more complicated. 
Question to all:
Should we work with block approval then with this basket WI, like for other basket WIs related to band? 

	Nokia
	The same timelines as other basket WIs should be utilized. RAN4 work should start only after the plenary approval so that RAN can properly keep tack of RAN4 workload.
The block approval process should not be used for non-trivial technical work such as A-MPR requirement.


 
CRs/TPs comments collection

	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	R4-2010618
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	

	YYY
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	



Summary for 1st round 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Open issues 
	
	Status summary 

	
	The new request captured in the revised WID looks agreeable.
The way of working has been discussed and following updates should be captured in the WID:
· The WI should be updated for coming RAN4 meeting when the status of an existing request changes, even if no new request is received for that meeting.
· The work for a new request shall not start before the updated WI (updated with that request) is approved by RAN.
This basket WI shall not use the block approval process as done with the other basket WIs for bands.
The deadline (1 week or 2 weeks) for the new submission should be further discussed in the 2nd round, more specifically how to capture those requests and endorsed them during the coming RAN4 meeting.
Moderator’s proposal is to work on the revision of the WI in the 2nd round to capture those changes and agree on the submission deadline for new request. Also, we might further discuss if the block approval procedure could be applied for the draft CRs only.




	
	WF/LS t-doc Title 
	Assigned Company,
WF or LS lead

	#1
	None
	





CRs/TPs

	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	R4-2010618
	To be revised



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)

Summary on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 2nd round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs/WFs/LSs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP/LS/WF number
	T-doc  Status update recommendation  

	XXX
	Based on 2nd round of comments collection, moderator can recommend the next steps such as “agreeable”, “to be revised”



Topic #2: General
This topic is mainly related to the new requests made for this meeting (see updated WID).
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2010545
	Huawei
	Proposal 1: Supported channel bandwidths for SUL bands needs to be complete by adding the missing ones in Rel-17 bandwidth addition basket work item.
Proposal 2: RAN4 seeks to specify 90MHz and 100MHz UE channel bandwidth for n40 as optional channel bandwidths.



Open issues summary
Sub-topic 2-1
Sub-topic description: When a new channel BW is added in a FDD/TDD band, the corresponding SUL band should also support that same channel BW. 
Issue 2-1: The new supported CBW added to FDD/TDD bands should also be included in the corresponding SUL bands
· Proposals
· Option 1: Yes
· Option 2: No
· Recommended WF
· TBA

Sub-topic 2-2
Sub-topic description: Adding 90 and 100 MHz channel BW to n40
Issue 2-2: 90 and 100 MHz channel BWs should be added in n40 (optional support)
· Proposals
· Option 1: Yes
· Option 2: No
· Recommended WF
· TBA

Companies views’ collection for 1st round 
Open issues 
	Company
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	Sub topic 2-1: 
Sub topic 2-2: Can we clarify what optional means and also what needs to be done to make it optional. Do you also mean optional for release 17 onwards or optional from release 15 onwards? We understand and agree with the delta MPR adjustment for 100MHz. 
…
Others:

	Huawei
	To respond to Qualcomm: here we propose to have optional support from release 15, which means for Rel-15 and 16 the UE choose to support 100MHz for band n40 in an optional manner. For Rel-17 and beyond, we were also consider to have it optional for the UE but I think this could be contentious. If RAN4 was ok to make it optional in Rel-17, the idea should be to add a note in the BW table to clarify that.


 
CRs/TPs comments collection

	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	NA
	

	
	

	
	



Summary for 1st round 
Open issues 
	
	Status summary 

	
	No opposition was raised, the 2 requests look agreeable.
The fact the new channel BWs are optional and how to capture it should be further discussed when the CRs will be submitted.



Suggestion on WF/LS assignment 
	
	WF/LS t-doc Title 
	Assigned Company,
WF or LS lead

	#1
	None
	





CRs/TPs

	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	R4-2010545
	Agreeable



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)
No need to further discuss this topic in the 2nd round.

Summary on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 2nd round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs/WFs/LSs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP/LS/WF number
	T-doc  Status update recommendation  

	XXX
	Based on 2nd round of comments collection, moderator can recommend the next steps such as “agreeable”, “to be revised”





Topic #3: Bands n41 and n48 - 70 MHz CBW
This topic is focusing on adding 70 MHz CBW support in bands n41 and n48. 
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2010441
	Ericsson
	Specifications impacts overview

	R4-2010442
	Ericsson
	Draft CR to 38.101-1 - Band n41 - Add 70MHz CBW

	R4-2010443
	Ericsson
	Draft CR to 38.101-1 - Band n48 - Add 70MHz CBW

	R4-2010444
	Ericsson
	Draft CR to 38.104 - Band n48 - Add 70MHz CBW

	R4-2010524
	Nokia
	Draft CR to TS 38.101-1 - Including 70 MHz UE RF requirement to band n41 and n48

	R4-2010525
	Nokia
	Draft CR to TS 38.104 - Including 70 MHz BS RF requirement to band n48

	R4-2010777
	Oppo
	Observation #1: In terms of frequency spectrum n48 is a subset of n77/n78. 
Proposal 1: Add 70MHz CBW to n48, use values in R4-1914582 to define the new CBW



Open issues summary
Sub-topic 3-1
It looks like there is no issue, the contributions submitted by 3 different companies seems to agree on the limits for those 2 requests. It would be more efficient to only focus on the draft CRs then.
Issue 3-1: None has been identified.
· Proposals
· If any company disagrees with the proposed changes, please comment.
· Recommended WF
· Focus on endorsing the draft CRs.


Companies views’ collection for 1st round 
Open issues 
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	


 
CRs/TPs comments collection

	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	R4-2010442

	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	

	R4-2010443

	Nokia: Aligned with our CR.

	
	Company B

	
	

	R4-2010444
	 Nokia: Aligned with our CR.

	
	Company B

	
	

	R4-2010524

	 Ericsson: we are fine with the proposed draft CR, it’s aligned with our drat CR. Just a minor comment on Table 6.5.2.3.2-2: it might be better to keep 2 digits after coma instead of one to keep consistent. 
Nokia: Okay.
T-Mobile USA: we support this draft CR.

	
	Company B

	
	

	R4-2010525
	
T-Mobile USA: we support this draft CR.

	
	Company B

	
	



Summary for 1st round 
Open issues 
	
	Status summary 

	
	No objection was made, all draft CRs would be endorsable. Just a remark was done on one CR which could be fixed in the big CR by the WI rapporteur, no need to revise it.



Suggestion on WF/LS assignment 
	
	WF/LS t-doc Title 
	Assigned Company,
WF or LS lead

	#1
	None
	





CRs/TPs
	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	R4-2010524
	Endorsable, with following comment to be considered in the bit CR: keep 2 digits after coma for all values in Table 6.5.2.3.2-2

	R4-2010525
	Endorsable



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)
No need to further discuss this topic in the 2nd round.
Summary on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 2nd round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs/WFs/LSs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP/LS/WF number
	T-doc  Status update recommendation  

	XXX
	Based on 2nd round of comments collection, moderator can recommend the next steps such as “agreeable”, “to be revised”




Topic #4: Band n83 – 30 MHz CBW and Band n84 – 25, 30, 40 and 50 MHz CBW
This topic is focusing on adding 30 MHz CBW support in band n83, and 25, 30, 40 and 50 MHz CBW in band n84. 
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2010540
	Huawei
	Proposal:  RAN4 agrees on the CRs proposed in this meeting in [2] [3] [4] and [5] to add 30MHz for band n83 and 25, 30, 40 and 50MHz bandwidths for band n84, respectively.

	R4-2010541
	Huawei
	draftCR to 38101-1 to add 30MHz BW for band n83

	R4-2010542
	Huawei
	draftCR to 38104 to add 30MHz BW for band n83

	R4-2010543
	Huawei
	draftCR to 38101-1 to add 25, 30, 40, 50MHz BW for band n84

	R4-2010544
	Huawei
	draftCR to 38104 to add 25, 30, 40, 50MHz BW for band n84

	R4-2010777
	Oppo
	Proposal 2: Add requested CBW to n83 and n84. Apply values defined to n28 and n1 to n83 and n84 respectively.



Open issues summary
Sub-topic 4-1
It looks like there is no issue, the contributions submitted by 2 different companies seems to agree on the limits for those 2 requests. It would be more efficient to only focus on the draft CRs then.
Issue 3-1: None has been identified.
· Proposals
· If any company disagrees with the proposed changes, please comment.
· Recommended WF
· Focus on endorsing the draft CRs.

Companies views’ collection for 1st round 
Open issues 
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	


 
CRs/TPs comments collection
	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	R4-2010541
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	

	R4-2010542
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	

	R4-2010543
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	

	R4-2010544
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	



Summary for 1st round 
Open issues 
	
	Status summary 

	
	No comment made in the 1st round.



Suggestion on WF/LS assignment 
	
	WF/LS t-doc Title 
	Assigned Company,
WF or LS lead

	#1
	None
	





CRs/TPs
	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	R4-2010541
	Endorsable

	R4-2010542
	Endorsable

	R4-2010543
	Endorsable

	R4-2010544
	Endorsable



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)
No need to further discuss this topic in the 2nd round.

Summary on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 2nd round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs/WFs/LSs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP/LS/WF number
	T-doc  Status update recommendation  

	XXX
	Based on 2nd round of comments collection, moderator can recommend the next steps such as “agreeable”, “to be revised”



